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"Eine Brennende Synagoge ff 


Ist Auch Ein Gotteshaus"’ 


The following story is being told 
among non-Nazis in Germany. When 
on a predetermined hour all the syna- 
gogues in Berlin were set on fire, fire- 
men were stationed all about the build- 
ings to prevent the flames from 
spreading to neighboring structures. 
Crowds of sightseers gathered about 
the flaming synagogues and the fire- 
men formed a living chain to keep 
them from approaching too closely. 
Suddenly there appeared a Jew near 
the synagogue on Fazanenstrasse and 
attempted to break through the chain 
of firemen. 

“Where to, Jew?”, 
shouted. 

“I want to pray,” the Jew replied. 

“Don’t you see that your synagogue 
is on fire,” the firemen said barring his 
path. 

“Eine brenrende Synagoge ist auch 
ein Gotteshaus” (a burning synagogue 
is also a house of God), the Jew cried 
out. 

Astounded by his reply, the firemen 
parted and the Jew vanished in the 
clouds of smoke enveloping the burn- 
ing building. His identity has never 
been established, nor is it known whe- 
ther he escaped alive carrying some 
scroll to safety or whether he perished 
in the flames. But his, last outcry is 
being repeated in all of Berlin. 

There is a great temptation to dwell 
on the symbolic implications of this 
outcry. But one cannot help feeling 
that little could be added by elaborat- 
ing on it. It speaks for itself. The 
burning shrine is also sacred. More 
so, perhaps, because it is being burned 
at the hands of the savage. 


the firemen 


* * * 


Communists Are Sensitive 


In our February issue we had a few 
lines questioning the honesty of Com- 
munists who speak nobly of ignoring 
all differences when a neighbor is in 
peril yet maintain unbroken silence 
about Russia’s indifference to the refu- 
gees. Our remarks evoked a very 
lengthy reply in the Communist Morn- 
ing Freibeit—a circuitous reply which 
leaves the question still unanswered. 


We sympathize with Mr. Paul Nov- 
ick who had to bear the brunt of writ- 
ing the reply. A thankless task had 
been imposed on him. “The Commu- 
nists had gotten themselves into a 
maze of contradictions. Yet being 
sensitive people, any reference to Rus- 
sia’s lack of aid to refugees hurts them 
keenly — perhaps because so many 
people ask this question so frequently 
—and they try again to “explain” this 
mystery. As time goes on and the 
condition of the refugees becomes 
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more catastrophic, their apologies 
sound ever more lame. 

We will not try to refute the Com- 
munists’ “arguments”, for aside from 
misstatements of fact (commonly call- 
ed falsehoods) they consist of apolo- 
gies only. Thus Mr. Novick states that 
labor Zionists are not sincere in their 
demand for the admittance of refugees 
to Russia, because they do not consider 
the Soviet Union to be an ideal Social- 
ist land—hence they have no right to 
make such demands, But Mr. Novick 
is sincere, by his own admission. He 
is also a great believer in the perfec- 
tion—or near perfection—of Russia. 
One might logically expect him to cla- 
mor that Russia open its gates. But 
this is far from being the case. On 
the contrary, he has a thousand and 
one alibis why Russia of all other 
countries should not admit refugees. 

However, the Communist reply con- 
tains something that is of greater 
significance than the weak excuses 
which, one feels, are not backed by 


any moral conviction. Realizing that 
all his talk will convince no one, Mr. 
Novick prefaces his excuses with an 
appeal to—trust. Not reason, but 
faith. He says: “A workers’ Socialist 
government deserves our trust. The 
refugee question like many another 
question, cannot and must not be dis- 
cussed in all details by official repre- 
sentatives of the Soviet Government 

. Such government always does 
whatever is possible.” 

It is tragic. A great movement, 
which had set out to save the world, 
admits bankruptcy and can only offer 
blind faith to its followers. If one 
does not hold Russia to be the earthly 
form of Paradise, he is a demagogue; 
if one does, he must believe and re- 
frain from asking questions. God is 
just and Russia can do no wrong. 

We know that faith can achieve 
wonders. But should it be invoked to 
silence honest doubts and to justify 
lack of aid to refugees? 

S. K. 
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“From Him That Hath Not, Shall Be Taken Away” 


i” WE assume that the British government had 
known for months past that during the lat- 
ter part of February it would propose the trans- 
formation of Palestine into an independent Arab 
state, thus putting a stop to the further develop- 
ment of the Jewish National Home, we would 
have to conclude that the present British Cabinet 
consists of people with marked sadistic tendencies. 
How else can one describe the calling of Jewish 
representatives from the entire world to London, 
and there, in an atmosphere of pretended political 
equality, informing them that all their hopes are 
scorned and that the Jewish achievements of two 
generations will be put to naught? If this was the 
original intention of the government, when in 
November it announced the convocation of the 
now defunct conference, it could have announced 
its proposals in a letter to the Jewish Agency, 
without the “gallantry” which some members of 
the Cabinet exhibited toward the Jewish delega- 
tion. But we have no ground to ascribe to the 
pilots of the British ship of state such refined sad- 
ism, and there is considerable ground for supposi- 
tion that they had no clear idea of what they plan- 
ned to do once the conference opened, at the time 
they sent out invitations to Jewish and Arab repre- 
sentatives. In November the government appar- 
ently decided not to begin thinking of the Palestine 
problem until February—and ‘then to think in ac- 
cordance with the mood and the world political 
situation that would prevail in February. When 
February came, the government thought and pon- 
dered; it thought out aloud before the delegates to 
the conference and it pondered in the privacy of 
its own offices, until it came to a conclusion—in 
order that the wolf and the sheep should no longer 
quarrel, the shepherd must, once and for all time, 
destroy the sheep. Peace and harmony will cer- 
tainly reign after that. Of course, London could 
have reached such a simple solution a long time 
ago and, had it done so, it would have been unnec- 
essary to worry the English, us and the political 
world in general with partition plans that were 
looked upon one day as “‘the most promising solu- 
tion” and the following day as “impractical and 
impossible.” But a long period of time was ap- 
parently needed to overcome moral scruples and 
to smother the voice of a guilty conscience. It ap- 
pears that the British government for some time 
still lacked the courage to commit a crime. Now 


it seems to be convinced that it possesses that 
courage. 


But whatever the explanation, the word has 
been spoken: there is to be an Arab state in the 
near future, and in private negotiations it is hinted 
that this will come to pass in about five years. It 
is true that the Colonial Secretary felt compelled 
to declare before Parliament that it is still pre- 
mature to draw final conclusions and he accused 
the press of. misunderstanding, misinterpreting 
and misrepresenting the intentions of the govern- 
ment. But he did not state what the “‘true’’ inten- 
tions were and wherein consisted the offense of the 
press. He could not deny that the memorandum 
including the government proposals, which ap- 
peared in the Arab press before the English and 
Jewish press received it, was written by the gov- 
ernment and had been submitted to the two dele- 
gations for discussion. The only thing he could 
say in his own justification was that the document 
was, as yet, not final. In the memorandum, it was 
said that the government ‘“‘would” carry out its 
proposals (instead of using the word “will’’). 
However, we can find but little consolation in the 
‘‘grammar’”’ of the memorandum, despite the fact 
that it is carefully weighed when writing political 
documents. The fact remains that the political 
world is now confronted with England’s “would” 
be readiness to found in Palestine a sovereign 
Arab state. The jubilation of the Arabs in the 
cities, villages and desert tents, is therefore quite 
legitimate. It is no longer easy to issue another 
memorandum denying the first one. If, because 
of the international situation, the government 
feared Arab antagonism, it may now expect a 
much stronger antagonism were it to deviate from 
its new orientation. The ‘MacDonald Declara- 
tion” to the Arabs, despite its non-final nature, 
makes it incredibly difficult to return to the Bal- 
four Declaration. We would be politically blind, 
were we to overlook the great harm that this non- 
final declaration has already caused us. 


* * * 


There is no more difficult and risky task at this 
moment than predicting future developments 
and outlining a course of action for the coming 
years, or even for the coming months. That 
which is now transpiring in London is a reflection 
of events and potential cataclysms in many coun- 
tries on more than one continent. It would be idle 
to attempt to foresee everything that may happen 
in the international political arena, on which Pal- 
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estine is to such a great extent dependent. But in 
these days of pain and humiliation, we must bear 
in mind that whatever the final decision which the 
British government will probably adopt in a few 
days may sound like, there is still a complicated 
procedure to be passed before that decision can be 
made legally binding. Because of this procedure, 
we can gain time for new efforts and a new attack 
on the forces that are determined to destroy Zion- 
ism. The British government already announced 
that, whatever the decision it may reach, it will 
have to be discussed and approved by Parliament. 


Fortunately, we still have friends in both houses 
of Parliament and these are not limited to the 
benches of the opposition. We have friends in the 
ranks of the majority party, and even among those 
conservative elements that generally support the 
foreign policies of the Chamberlain Cabinet. 


It is also quite possible that the decision of the 
government will have to be discussed in the 
Dominions. The legal structure of the “British 
Commonwealth of Nations’ is very loose and 
vague, but some importance must be ascribed to 
the declaration of General Smuts in May, 1937 
that England may not itself give up the Mandate 
over Palestine, nor introduce important changes in 
it, because the Dominions are officially indepen- 
dent signatories to the treaty of Versailles and the 
Mandate was given to England with their consent 
and in their name. Naturally, we should not ex- 
aggerate the readiness of any Dominion to cause 
difficulties to the London government in its inter- 
national politics. But under certain circumstances, 
the opposition of even one Dominion may be util- 
ized by the London government to get out of the 
new complications “with honor.” We must also 
not exclude the possibility that the Mandates 
Commission of the League of Nations shall again 
exhibit independence and firmness, as it has al- 
ready done at other times, in connection with Brit- 
ish policies in Palestine, and it may again reject 
Britain’s proposals. The Mandates Commission 
is also not the last body to have its say, because 
the nullification, or the radical change of the Man- 
date, can only be passed with consent of the Coun- 
cil of the League. If London’s decision, or re- 
commendations, should safely pass all the above- 
mentioned institutions, they would still have to be 
discussed with, and approved by the United States 
government according to the convention of 1924. 


Of course, all of this is mere legal procedure. 
In our days it does not have that weight which it 
might have had in a more normal and human poli- 
tical environment. But we must not think that it 
has lost all significance, at least so far as it will en- 
able us to gain time to mobilize other, not strictly 
legalistic, factors which may be opposed to the 
great danger that is brutally confronting us. 











And, need we repeat that in addition to the 
above-mentioned factors which can be utilized to a 
greater or lesser extent, there is one more factor, 
perhaps the most important and effective one of 
all—the Jewish people, the thousands of Jewish 
men and women who were not daunted by Turkish 
despotism nor by British pseudo-liberalism during 
recent years, and broke through Turkish resist- 
ance, British political obstruction and Arab viol- 
ence and demonstrated that we can continue our 
creative work in Palestine under all conditions. It 
is not vain boasting on our part when we declare, 
that no matter how exhausted we may be after 
three years of unequalled struggle for our rights 
in Palestine, and after the losses we have suffered 
in the lands of Jewish persecution, we still have 
large reserves of untouched energy capable of pre- 
venting the destruction of our last hope. We can- 
not threaten England with war in the military 
sense of the word. We cannot state that in the 
event of a betrayal, we shall make common cause 
with the enemies of England who, in this case, are 
also our bitter enemies. We may not even inform 
the British government that in a crucial hour for 
the existence of the largest democracy on earth— 
that democracy which is now represented, or mis- 
represented by the English government— we shall 
remain indifferent and shall not offer that aid 
which we would have offered had England not 
sold out our hopes and interests. We may 
not have the strength to establish a Jewish 
state in Palestine in face of the Arab resist- 
ance and against the will of England. But we are 
sufficiently “armed” (in a more effective manner 
than in the military sense of the word) to prevent 
the establishment of an Arab state in which Jews 
would remain the subjects of the present dominant 
Arab clique. An independent state in Palestine 
can come into being and can function only when it 
has our cooperation. Such a state cannot be estab- 
lished, or if established, cannot function, if the 
Jewish community in Palestine, which is far more 
effective than its numerical relationship of approx- 
imately one-third of the population may seem to 
indicate, should decide to follow the strategy 
known as “non-cooperation”. This strategy the 
Jewish community in Palestine will certainly adopt 
when the moment comes and it will put at its dis- 
posal the “optimism of despair” which is being 
aroused within the half million Jews, its unity, dis- 
cipline and self-sacrifice as well as the still un- 
measured aid which it will receive from millions 
of betrayed Jews throughout the world. 


With our own Jewish forces, and without resort 
to brutality, anarchy or senseless and disgusting 
terror, we are in a position to create such unbear- 
able conditions for the British and Arab architects 
of the new state, that they shall be forced to give 
up the plan and to begin negotiating with us anew 


JEwisH FRONTIER 
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concerning a constructive plan for the solution of 
the Palestine problem. 


February 1939 is but one chapter in the difficul- 
ties marking the colorful history of political Zion- 
ism. It is not the last nor the decisive chapter. 
The Palestine drama has not been enacted to the 
finish yet. The end is still a long way off. 


CURB YOUR BUND 


: i WASHINGTON Birthday celebration 
staged by the New York Nazis did so nicely 
that now the Bund is planning an Independence 
Day rally on the Fourth of July. Bigger and better 
quarters are being sought, and the Bund secretary 
has already expressed the hope that police would 
not be present. Storm troopers can handle any- 
thing. Just let there be enough of them, with the 
right equipment, and a good time for all lovers 
of liberty is guaranteed. What other American 
holidays the Bund proposes to commemorate, in 
its Own quaint way, has as yet not been revealed 
but no doubt history text-books are being diligently 
thumbed by Nazi luminaries for inspiration. 


In a sense it was just as well that the Bund held 
its meeting at Madison Square Garden. This 
mob of 19,000 gave America a chance to see ex- 
actly what is being hatched by the various Bund 
nuclei throughout the country. The whole para- 
phernalia of Nazidom was assembled in full force 
—storm troopers, attacks on democracy, derision 
of the President, violent incitation to racial hatred, 
banners with Jew-baiting slogans—nothing was 
omitted. If, heretofore, any naive soul had doubts 
as to the precise “German-American” purposes 
of the Bund, his mind can now.be at peace. The 
Bund is not trying to delude anyone. It is a candid 
organization, loyal to Hitler, and honest and 
above-board in its opposition to everything that 
American democracy stands for. It has formed 
an alliance with other fascist groups and is work- 
ing industriously and methodically for the over- 
throw of the American system of government. 
For one quality it merits praise. There is a 
minimum of hokum about its performances. Fath- 
er Coughlin, a much slicker gentleman, is em- 
barassed by the open devotion of the Bund. He 
drapes his intentions a little more adroitly in the 
folds of the stars and stripes, but the Bund is 
quite touchingly blunt. Its anti-Semitism is a 
Teutonic home brew, pungent and unadulterated 
by any “some of my best friends are Jews’. The 
Bund makes no bones about its ultimate dreams 
or the sources of its inspiration. Hitler’s baby 
wants to grow in the United States sunshine and 
is yelling lustily for a chance to be like papa. 
In order to toddle in daddy’s footsteps, it may 
temporarily require a little assistance in the form 
of police protection, adequate meeting places and 
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municipal assurance that no dissident voices will 
spoil the harmony of its assemblage. In a brief 
while, naturally, the Bund hopes to be strong 
enough to shift for itself, but for the time being, 
the maternal hand of our democracy must help 
Fritzi over the rough spots. 


This insane situation makes it imperative for 
us to re-evaluate our concepts of civil liberties. 
Progressives and radicals are terrorized by ap- 
peals to “freedom of speech” and “freedom of 
assembly”. We appreciate fully the importance 
of not tampering with these essential human 
rights. We know that they constitute the chief 
bulwark of a democratic government, but we must 
not be hypnotized by words. It is a kind of sui- 
cidal sophistry, fashionable in the liberal press, 
to assume that a democracy is honor-bound to abet 
its own overthrow. Such chivalry is wasted on the 
enemy. He will not retire shamed by this display 
of magnanimity but will hack away more zealously 
than ever. The entire theory underlying our 
“Free speech’ denotes a continued existence of 
this right. Anyone who ideologically opposes this 
continuity can make no claim to the right. 


In any case, no over-subtle analysis of free 
speech is called for by present conditions. In the 
Bund, and allied organizations, we are faced by 
treasonable groups who exploit race hatred as the 
readiest weapon in their attack on democracy. If 
there are no laws in existence which make the 
incitation of one racial group against another a 
criminal offense, it is high time that such laws were 
passed. We do not permit the libelling of an in- 
dividual in the interests of ‘‘free speech”. We 
have protection against slander because we know 
what harm may accrue. Even greater harm may 
accrue from the libelling of a race. 


The Bund with its uniformed storm-troopers 
and Hitler salutes is so frankly seditious that there 
may be existing statutes which can be invoked to 
curb its ‘activities’. But any proposed legisla- 
tion should be comprehensive enough to include 
all elements, with or without uniforms, which seek 
to deprive a racial or religious group of its con- 
stitutional rights. The systematic fomenting of 
racial prejudices is a gross crime against the in- 
dividuals affected and the state. It should be 
dealt with like any other criminal act without 
further ado. 


BERLIN TO BAGHDAD 
HILE THE full extent of Nazi activities in 


the Near East has never been determined, 
newly gained information reveals that these are 
much more extensive than has been imagined. In 
Egypt alone over $15,000 are spent monthly for 
propaganda. The Egyptian government counters 
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this activity with the usual inadequate measures of 
prohibiting public wearing of political uniforms 
and similar legisaltion. But this has not in any 
way hindered German organization, and well dis- 
ciplined storm troops exist in Cairo and other 
cities where German colonies reside. Staffs of 
translators are at work under orders of the Ger- 
man legation in Cairo putting into Arabic the 
latest output of Berlin. 

Even the nomadic Arabs of the Arabian penin- 
sula are not overlooked by the Nazi missionaries 
and a special’ bureau is entrusted with bringing the 
fuehrer’s gospel to the dwellers of the sandy 
wastes. A German News Agency supplies a full 
service of cabled news at nominal rates to papers 
throughout the Near East. From Cairo as a dis- 
tributing center, literature is shipped in wholesale 
quantities to Baghdad and Syria. Germans living 
in the Near East, who are in sympathy with the 
home regime, are bound to supply pamphlets to at 
least ten friends each. Arabs who have studied at 
German universities are organized into a league 
subservient to Nazi aims. A special issue of Mein 
Kampf in Arabic, with all the derogatory refer- 
ences to Arabs omitted, is being widely circulated 
at a nominal price. 


This propaganda barrage is having its effects. 
The Near Eastern countries, still backward and 
led in tow by greater powers, are being educated 
to look to fascist lands for leadership. Chamber- 
lain’s visit to Mussolini notwithstanding, Italian 
radio broadcasts are still heard in Arab villages. 
The fascists have a record of murder and brutality 
in Libya and other Moslem lands. But the demo- 
cratic powers that can and should bring this record 
to the knowledge of the Near Eastern peoples let 
the Nazi propaganda proceed without serious 
challenge. 


A DOUBTFUL PLAN 
en EXACT details of the agreement worked 


out between the Evian Intergovernmental 
Committee and the Nazi Government are not yet 
known. The scheme, if carried out fully, will still 
leave enough Jewish hostages and scapegoats in 
Naziland. Yet, it marks an extraordinary event 
in German politics—a concession on the part of 
the Nazis. We cannot help but quote the classical 
phrase: ‘“Timeo Danaos et donas ferentes.” 


It is clear to us that the motives of the Nazi re- 
gime cannot be humanitarian. A government of 
savages which is bent upon destroying the Jews 
throughout the world does not give any conces- 
sions or make any deals because of the sheer good- 
ness of heart of its rulers. There are practical 


reasons for this sudden change in policy and atti- 
tude after permitting the representatives of the 
Committee to cool their heels for months in the 





chilly diplomatic corridors of Berlin. The main 
motive, as observers see it, is the desperate need 
for a “good press” at home and abroad. It is no 
secret that public opinion in Germany, the kind of 
opinion which never gets any notice in the gleich- 
geschaltet press, has not as yet, even after six 
years of Brownshirt brutality, been able to stom- 
ach the November pogroms. Abroad, too, the 
repercussions of this wave of terrorism have not 
as yet subsided. Any slightest signs of good will 
go a long way in overcoming the feelings of nausea 
and horror. 

Of equal importance in the situation is the des- 
parate need of exports in maintaining the shaky 
economics of a country now ruled by the more 
radical Nazis and in thus preparing for the next 
war of conquest. Even the Nazis have aban- 
doned for the time being the idea of salvaging 
their economy through ransom in the form of a 
flood of forced wholesale exports of goods with 
which they have been playing for a long time. 
The world would not stand for it. The civilized 
world might, however, tolerate the export of 
goods merely for the purpose of equiping emig- 
rant or settlement projects. Still, a little is better 
than nothing. 

Nor can any humanitarian motives be attri- 
buted to the sudden willingness of the Nazis to 
permit employment of some Jews. The drastic 
Aryanization as envisaged in the November de- 
crees has been carried out too fast in a great many 
cases with consequent hardship to many German 
employers, particularly in the white collar classes, 
and with none too constructive consequence to the 
economic life of the country. The Nazis were 
forced to call for a temporary halt to this process. 
Furthermore, Germany still needs a number of 
Jewish specialists even in ordinary retail business. 
It is known that thousands of Jewish skilled work- 
ers and managers have been drafted for work in 
factories. Tens of thousands of others can be 
utilized in the construction of fortifications and 
similar types of manual labor. In the Czech 
crisis, Jewish physicians were drafted to serve on 
the front. Why not draft Jews for military labor 
now? Other provisions such as comparative free- 
dom from molestation and public relief for those 
unable to work should not be disparaged. 

Yet, the agreement presents some gains if car- 
ried out. The main question is: Will it be carried 
out? We frankly express our scepticism. The 
provision for an “extraordinary” event, which 
places the entire Jewish community at the mercy 
of any act of violence against a Nazi dignitary, is 
one of the reasons for our scepticism. Incidents 
may be arranged conveniently. There are suff- 
cient hints at the possibility of such arrangements 
in the Nazi press to build a good case. Incidents 
can also be interpreted. Witness the way the Ger- 
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man press interpreted the attempt of a young Jew 
to protest against Kuhn’s speech in the Bund 
Washington’s Birthday desecration at Madison 
Square Garden in New York City. It called it an 
attempt to kill the American Fuehrer. Whenever 
convenient, such incidents will be arranged or 


interpreted. 


As a matter of fact, the German government 
has already violated its promise. The order that 
Jews must turn in their holdings of precious metals 
is contrary to the promises made. But even more 
severe is the decree that 100 Jews must leave Ber- 
lin daily, irrespective of whether they have visas 
to other countries. One of the promising features 
of the agreement was that it might put an end to 
the anarchy of “dumping” Jews across borders. 
This latest decree destroys all hope that order 
would be introduced into the exodus from Ger- 
many. Nazi statements and promises cannot be 
trusted for a moment. 


SENATOR WAGNER'S PROPOSAL 


ENATOR WAGNER'S proposed Bill to ad- 

mit 10,000 German refugee children during 
1939 and 1940 should receive the support of 
every American. Senator Wagner’s resolution 
would not suspend the present quota restrictions 
on the immigration of adults. Its passage would 
merely enable German children under the age of 
14, of every race and creed, to find a refuge in 
the U.S. Such children would find a ready home 
with thousands of American families who have 
expressed their willingness to shelter them. The 
argument that refugees displace American work- 
ers, false in itself, cannot by.any stretch of the 
imagination be levelled against children too young 
to work. Other countries, such as Holland and 
England, have given asylum to thousands of these 
helpless victims. America should not be laggard 
in the rescue of at least some of the most pitiful 
of the numberless pitiful of our time. Let some- 
thing be salvaged from the wreck, for the sake of 
our own souls as well as for the sake of the 
children. 


LABOR PEACE IN SIGHT 


HE SPLIT in the trade union movement is 
most unfortunate. When the first enthusiasm 

of the CIO success was over, trade union peace 
became a popular issue with the rank and file 
members of the A.F of L. and the CIO. But 
peace conferences held more than a year ago 
failed. At the A.F of L. convention last October, 
President Tobin of the Teamsters’ Union raised 
the peace issue in a very vigorous manner. That 
was significant because Tobin is known to be close 
to the Federal administration. He is chairman of 
the Labor Committee of the Democratic National 
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Committee. Tobin’s peace move was therefore 
regarded as having originated with the Admin- 
istration and of being assured of its support. 
When the CIO convention, the following month, 
transformed the Committee for Industrial Organ- 
ization into the Congress of Industrial Organiza- 
tion—a permanent rival of the A. F. of L.—the 
peace prospects were dimmed. 

But the Federal Administration is vitally in- 
terested in labor movement peace. The AFL-CIO 
war did serious damage to the Administration 
forces in the 1938 elections, and threatened to do 
even more harm in 1940. It has also placed in 
jeopardy the very useful National Labor Rela- 
tions Act. The A.F. of L., charging the National 
Labor Relations Board with pro CIO bias, is 
demanding changes in the Act which would 
emasculate it. The Act had the good fortune 
of escaping the Supreme Court axe. If the Act 
is changed by amendment, it may agam be held 
before the Supreme Court and killed, as other 
labor laws were. 

The Administration, through Secretary of 
Labor Perkins, therefore made earnest efforts 
to bring the trade union camps together. A num- 
ber of informal conferences were held without 
the benefit of newspaper publicity. When the 
ground was fully prepared for open action, Presi- 
dent Roosevelt addressed letters to “My Dear 
Bill” Green, President of the A.F. of L. and “My 
Dear John” Lewis, President of the CIO, invit- 
ing them to select committees to negotiate peace 
terms. It is not likely the Roosevelt would send 
letters without assurance of positive results. It is 
therefore quite possible that peace conditions, at 
least in general terms, have already been agreed 
to informally. 

The well wishers of the labor movement had 
hoped that labor itself would develop sufficient 
moral strength to achieve unity and peace by its 
own will and efforts. But since the movement 
failed in that, it is well that the President took 
the initiative. We sincerely hope that labor unity 
and peace will be achieved without delay and the 
nightmare of civil war in the labor movement may 
soon be lifted. 


GOD SAVE US FROM OUR FRIENDS 


S IN every other catastrophe, there are those 
who seek to profit from the plight of the 
Jews in the European countries and the emergency 
need for settlement of refugees. Whether they 
do so to gain ‘‘fame”’ or more immediate profit is 
irrelevant. The damage they can and may cause 
is of far greater weight than the disgust one may 
feel at sight of groups capitalizing on misfortune. 
A corporation named Selah Inc. has been laun- 
ched some time ago with the avowed purpose of 
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obtaining the necessary conditions for mass settle- 


ment of Jews in lower California. Great quan- 
tities of literature have been distributed describing 
the beauties of the land and elaborating potential 
schemes for influencing Mexico to allow such col- 
onization. Plans for bond issues are suggested. 
People are approached to join and support Selah. 
Yet all this time Selah Inc. has overlooked one 
little matter—consulting the Mexican government 
as to its attitude toward such a plan. That such 
“educational” activity, and the sponsoring of plans 
for mass immigration into lower California with- 
out the knowledge and the approval of the proper 
Mexican authorities may prove detrimental to the 
interests of Jewry as such and may prejudice the 
attitude of Mexico against legitimate efforts to 
settle refugees in that country, has apparently not 
occurred to the people behind Selah or, what may 
even be worse, may have consciously been ignored 
by them. Unfortunately this exactly has been the 
result which could so easily have been obviated. 
In an official statement to Dr. Michael Nuttonzon 
of Cornell University, Dr. Salomon de la Selva, 
Chief of the Foreign Information Department of 
the Party of the Mexican Revolution writes: 
“Whatever Jews or other refugees may be admitted 
into Mexico must come on a basis of equality with the 
nationals of this counrty and not as groups apart to 
develop separately . . . Selah’s proposition would only 


make whomever would espouse it in Mexcio liable to 

prosecution under charges of treason. 

“Before launching Selah Inc. it should have been the 
part of wisdom to look into Mexico’s history and to 
sound out the Mexican national sentiment resulting from 
historical experience. Certainly it should have been the 
duty of those concerned to consult with authorized 
Mexicans on this matter. 

“I assure you that no official of the Mexican govern- 
ment or of the Party of the Mexican Revolution has been 
consulted by the Selah Inc. people. The scheme is ir- 
responsible, to say the least. 

“If responsible individuals were promoting it, one 
would be justified in assuming that they were deliberately 
seeking to create anti-Semitism in Mexico. This, you 
may be very assured, is the only result Selah Inc. can 
have. 

“I am writing to you after consultation with the 
proper officials of the Mexican government and under 
instructions from the Chairman of the Central Executive 
Committee of the Party of the Mexican Revolution. My 
statements herein are official.” 

However, the position of the Mexican govern- 
ment on the problem of refugee admission has 
been inexplicable in the light of its otherwise pro- 
gressive nature. “Fhe Mexico of Cardenas has 
done much for the advancement and liberation of 
its population from foreign as well as internal ex- 
ploitation. Land was allotted to the farmers, 
wages of workers rose and their organizations in- 
creased in power. Mexico has also been one of 
the few countries that sent considerable aid to the 
Republicans in Spain. Yet in the matter of grant- 
ing a home to refugees its record is out of step 
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with its otherwise progressive tendencies. A large 
country with tremendous potentialities for devel- 
opment, it has set up such barriers against refu- 
gees as would actually prevent any appreciable 
number from entering the country. Not so long 
ago 21 refugees were turned back from a Mexican 
port when it was obvious that a German concen- 
tration camp awaited them upon their return. 
Still more recently Hias appealed to the Mexican 
government for permission to establish agricul- 
tural training farms and the appeal was refused on 
the ground that there is not land to spare. 


In the above cited letter, Dr. Salomon de la 
Selva also writes: “If you know any responsible 
agency engaged in aiding refugees and settling 
them properly, that has a plan to present to 
Mexico, I assure you that every consideration will 
be given to that plan.” How then explain the 
policy of the government which is in such disson- 
ance with its avowed aims? 

There are “‘responsbile agencies,” with practical 
plans—Hias is one of them. Mexico is a large 
country ruled by a liberal regime. It can, at this 
time, play a great humanitarian role by liber- 
alizing its policies concerning the admission and 
settlement of refugees. 


RIOT IN MEXICO CITY 


O* JANUARY 26 an anti-Semitic riot occur- 
red in Mexico City. Resembling closely the 
anti-Jewish riots in the eastern European coun- 
tries, this outbreak sent a shudder of horror and 
indignation throughout this country. It was not 
the scope of the riot but its nature, and the fact 
that this was the first such occurrence in the West- 
ern hemisphere that made it so significant. In 
reply to an inquiry by the JEwisH FRONTIER the 
Party of the Mexican Revolution, the governing 
party of the country, has sent us the following 
statement about the riot: 

The affair of January 26 was not a riot in the strict 
sense of the word. A small group, largely hired and 
directed by German Nazis and their handful of local 
sympathizers, took advantage of the presence in the 
streets of an anti-government crowd to start trouble. 
Press reports of 3,000 in the crowd are greatly exag- 
gerated. 

Eye witnesses have stated that the leaders spoke Ger- 
man and pointed out to their hirelings the places to be 
attacked. The police broke up the crowd as soon as they 
could get to the scene. 

The ring-leaders who could be identified and all of 
those who were suspected of taking part in the affair 
were arrested, and will be soon brought to trial. They 
are now out on bail. 

The holding of street meetings without a permit has 
been halted, and from now on it seems quite certain that 
the pro-Nazi groups are not going to have an opportu- 
nity to use the streets for their attempts to harm any 
group to which Mexico has extended hospitality, and to 
besmear the good name of this country, in which anti- 
Semitism is non-existent. 
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It should be noted that the leaders of the nationalist 
groups which took part in the affair are also bitterly op- 
posed to the present government, to the Party of the 
Mexican Revolution and all it represents, to the labor 
and peasant movements. The President has made it 
quite clear that while he believes in freedom of speech 
and assemblage, that no more such provocations will be 
tolerated. The organized workers, the students, and the 
peasants have also warned the reactionary groups that 
any repetition of the previous events will be met with 
direct reprisals. 

Mexico is not unaware of the danger these groups 
mean to everything for which the Revolution has stood. 
All groups are now on guard to prevent a recurrence of 
such actions. 

A few days ago the President, when asked for his 
views on the disturbances, pointed out that they were a 
challenge to all the revolutionary forces to work harder, 

roduce more, build more schools, and make the country 

the kind of place where such doctrines could not possibly 
find a foothold. oer 

This statement is very illuminating in that it un- 
equivocally describes the riots as the work of hire- 
lings of German Nazis. However, this should not 
deceive either the Mexican government or the 
Mexican liberal and labor organizations as to the 
potential dangers. Only too frequently the threat 
of a small Nazi group is unduly underestimated 
and public opinion awakens after much damage 
has been done and the fascist poison has been 
effectively spread. 

The Mexican government has so far acted en- 
ergetically in curbing this menace. The above 
statement clearly shows that the responsible lead- 
ers of the country are aware of the implications of 
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the riot. We hope that they will continue success- 
fully to fight the Nazi virus that it may not get a 
foothold on this continent. 


LABOR ZIONIST "SHEKEL" 
CONFERENCE 


N MARCH 4 and 5 the national conference 

of all Labor Zionist organizations to inaug- 
urate the shekel and election campaign to the 
twenty-first World Zionist Congress will be held in 
New York. It is clear now that this Zionist Con- 
gress will be the most significant one in at least 
two decades. The situation of the Jews through- 
out the world and the developments about Pales- 
tine will make this Congress of vital importance. 

But the influence of the World Zionist Congress 
is comensurate with the force which it represents. 
A Congress which can speak for millions of Jews 
is a factor with which our enemies must reckon. 
Hence the particular importance attached to the 
conference in New York. History has placed 
great burdens upon American Jewry to shoulder. 
The freedom and equality that we enjoy enable us 
to carry through tasks that European Jews cannot 
accomplish. 

This is a crucial hour in Zionism. But Labor 
Zionist forces have heretofore demonstrated their 
ability to face critical situations. We must now 
again mobilize all the forces latent in the Jewish 
community in preparation for the coming World 
Zionist Congress. 


JEWS IN A WORLD OF VIOLENCE 


A Symposium 
I. “Death Has No Terror’’ 


EVERAL LETTERS have been received by 


me asking me to declare my views about the 
Arab-Jew question in Palestine and the persecu- 
tion of the Jews in Germany: It is not without 
hesitation that I venture to offer my views on this 
very difficult question. 


My sympathies are entirely with the Jews. I 
have known them intimately in South Africa. 
Some of them became my life-long companions. 
Through these friends I came to learn much of 
their age-long persecution. They have been the 
untouchables of Christianity. The parallel be- 
tween their treatment by Christians and the treat- 
ment of untouchables by Hindus is very close. 
Religious sanction has been invoked in both cases 
for the justification of the inhuman treatment 
meted out to them. Apart from the friendships, 
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therefore, there is the more common universal 
reason for my sympathy for the Jews. 


But my sympathy does not blind me to the 
requirements of justice. The cry for the National 
Home for the Jews does not make much appeal 
to me. The sanction for it is sought in the Bible 
and the tenacity with which the Jews have han- 
kered after a return to Palestine. Why should 
they not, like other peoples of the earth, make 
that country their home where they were born 
and where they earn their livelihood? 

Palestine belongs to the Arabs in the same 
sense that England belongs to the English or 
France to the French. It is wrong and inhuman 
to impose the Jews on the Arabs. What is going 
on in Palestine today cannot be justified by any 
moral code of conduct. The Mandates have no 
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sanction but that of the last War. Surely, it 
would be a crime against humanity to reduce the 
proud Arabs, so that Palestine can be restored to 
the Jews partly or wholly as their National Home. 

The nobler course would be to insist on a just 
treatment of the Jews wherever they are born 
and bred. The Jews born in France are French 
in precisely the same sense that Christians born 
in France are French. If the Jews have no home 
but Palestine, would they relish the idea of be- 
ing forced to leave the other part of the world in 
which they are settled? Or do they want a double 
home where they can remain at will? This cry 
for the National Home affords a colorable justi- 
fication for the German expulsion of the Jews. 

But the German persecution of the Jews 
seems to have no parallel in history. The tyrants 
of old never were so mad as Hitler seems to 
have gone. And he is doing it with religious zeal. 
For he is propounding a new religion of exclusive 
and militant nationalism, in the name of which 
any act of inhumanity becomes an act of human- 
ity, to be rewarded here and hereafter. The crime 
of an obviously. mad but intrepid youth is being 
visited upon his whole race with unbelievable 
ferocity. If there ever could be justifiable war, 
in the name of and for humanity, a war against 
Germany, to prevent the wanton persecution of 
a whole race, would be completely justified. But 
I do not believe in-any war. A discussion of the 
pros and cons of such a war is, therefore, out- 
side my horizon or province. 

But if there can be no war against Germany, 
even for such a crime as is being committed 
against the Jews, surely there can be no alliance 
with Germany. How can there be an alliance 
between a nation which claims to stand for jus- 
tice and democracy, and one which is the declared 
enemy of both? Or is England drifting towards 
armed dictatorship and all that it means? 

Germany is showing to the world how efficient- 
ly violence can be worked when it is not hampered 
by any hypocricy or weakness, masquerading as 
humanitarianism. It is also showing how hideous, 
terrible and terrifying it looks in its nakedness. 
Can the Jews resist this organized and shameless 
persecution? Is there a way to preserve their 
self-respect, and not to feel helpless, neglected 
and forlorn? I submit there is. No person who 
has faith in a living God need feel helpless or 
forlorn. Jehovah of the Jews is a God more 
personal than the God of the Christians, the 
Mussulmans or the Hindus, though as a matter 
of fact in essence, He is common to all and one 
without a second and beyond description. 

But as the Jews attribute personality to God 
and believe that He rules every action of theirs, 
they ought not to feel helpless. If I were a Jew 
and were born in Germany and earned my liveli- 





hood there, I would claim Germany as my home 
even as the tallest Gentile German may, and chal- 
lenge him to shoot me or cast me in the dungeon; I 
would refuse to be expelled or to submit to dis- 
criminating treatment. And for doing this, I 
should not wait for fellow-Jews to join me in 
civil resistance but would have confidence that in 
the end the rest were bound to follow my ex- 
ample. If one Jew or all the Jews were to accept 
the prescription here offered, he or they cannot 
be worse off than now. And suffering voluntarily 
undergone, will bring them an inner strength and 
joy which no number of resolutions of sympathy 
passed in the world outside Germany can. Indeed, 
even if Britain, France and America were to 
declare hostilities against Germany, they can 
bring no inner joy, no inner strength. The cal- 
culated violence of Hitler may even result in the 
general massacre of the Jews by way of his first 
answer to the declaration of such hostilities. 

But if the Jewish mind could be prepared for 
voluntary suffering, even the massacre I have 
imagined could be turned into a day of thanks- 
giving and joy, that Jehovah had wrought deliver- 
ance of the race even at the hands of the tyrant. 
For the God-fearing, death has no terror. It is 
a joyful sleep, to be followed by a waking that 
would be all the more refreshing after the long 
sleep. 

It is hardly necessary for me to point out that 
it is easier for the Jews than for the Czechs to 
follow my prescription. And they have, in the 
Indian Satyagraha Campaign in South Africa, an 
exact parallel. There the Indians occupied pre- 
cisely the same place that the Jews occupy in 
Germany. The persecution had also a religious 
tinge. President Kruger used to say that the 
White Christians were the chosen people of God 
and that Indians were inferior beings, created to 
serve the Whites. 

A fundamental clause in the Transvaal con- 
stitution was that there should be no equality 
between the Whites’ and the colored races, in- 
cluding Asiatics. There too, the Indians were 
consigned to Ghettos, described as locations. The 
other disabilities were almost of the same type 
as those of the Jews in Germany. The Indians, 
a mere handful resorted to Satyagraha without 
any backing from the world outside of the Indian 
Government. Indeed, the British officials tried to 
dissuade the Satyagrahis from their contem- 
plated step. World opinion and the Indian Goy- 
ernment came to their aid after eight years of 
fighting. And that too was by way of diplomatic 
pressure, not by a threat of war. 

But the Jews of Germany can offer Satyagra- 
ha under definitely better auspices than the Indians 
of South Africa. The Jews: are a compact and 
homogeneous community in Germany. They are 
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far more gifted than the Indians of South Africa. 
And they have organized world opinion behind 
them. 

I am convinced that if someone with courage 
and vision can arise among them to lead them in 
non-violent action, the winter of their despair 
can, in the twinkling of an eye, be turned into 
the summer of hope. And what has today become 
a degrading man-hunt can be turned into a calm 
and determined stand offered by unarmed men 
and women, possessing the strength of suffering 
given to them by Jehovah. It will then be a truly 
religious resistance offered against the godless 
fury of dehumanised man. The German Jews 
will score a lasting victory over the German 
Gentiles in the sense that they will have converted 
the latter to an appreciation of human dignity. 
They will have rendered service to fellow-Ger- 
mans and proved their title to be the real Germans 
as against those who are today dragging, how- 
ever unknowingly, the German name into the 
mire. 

And now a word to the Jews in Palestine. 
I have no doubt that they are going about it the 
wrong way. The Palestine of the Biblical concep- 
tion is not a geographical tract. It is in their 
hearts. But if they must look to the Palestine of 
geography as their National Home, it is wrong 
to enter it under the shadow of the British gun. 
A religious act cannot be performed with the aid 
of the bayonet or the bomb. They can settle in 
Palestine only with the good-will of the Arabs. 
They should seek to convert the Arab heart. The 
same God rules the Arab heart, who rules the 
Jewish heart. They can offer Satyagraha in front 





11 





of the Arabs and offer themselves to be shot or 
thrown into the Dead Sea without raising a little 
finger against them. They will find world opinion 
in their favor in their religious aspiration. There 
are hundreds of ways of reasoning with the Arabs, 
if they will discard the help of the British bayonet. 
As it is, they are co-sharers with the British in 
despoiling a people who have done no wrong 
to them. 


I am not defending the Arab excesses. I wish 
they had chosen the way of non-violence in resist- 
ing what they rightly regarded as an unwarrant- 
able encroachment upon their country. But, 
according to the accepted cannons of right and 
wrong, nothing can be said against the Arab 


- resistance in the face of overwhelming odds. 


But the Jews, who claim to be the Chosen 
Race, prove their title by choosing the way of 
non-violence for vindicating their position on 
earth. Every country is their home, including 
Palestine, not by aggression but by loving service. 

A Jewish friend has sent me a book called 
“The Jewish Contribution to Civilization” by 
Cecil Roth. It gives a record of what the Jews 
have done to enrich the world’s literature, art, 
music, drama, science, medicine, agriculture, etc. 
Given the will, the Jew can refuse to be treated 
as the outcast of the West, to be despised or 
patronized. He can command the attention artd 
respect of the world by being Man, the chosen 
creation. of God, instead of being man, who is 
fast sinking to the brute and forsaken by God. 
The Jews can add to their many contributions the 
surpassing contribution of non-violent action. 


Il. We Are Treated As Subhumans 
—We Are Asked To Be Superhuman 


i‘. 

HIS ARTICLE concerning the Jewish ques- 

tion, a statement for which certain elements 
in Jewry have long waited with impatience, the 
spiritual leader of ‘Young India” directs against 
us two important accusations. He blames ys for 
not exhibiting the heroism of militant pacifism in 
those lands where Jews are persecuted, and es- 
pecially in Germany. On the other hand he ac- 
cuses us of following an aggressively nationalist— 
almost imperialist—policy in Palestine and of a 
desire to deprive the Arabs of their fatherland. 


Gandhi’s first accusation is quite natural and 
is in complete harmony with his entire world out- 
look. His temperament does not tolerate pas- 
sivity and his ethical-religious convictions dictate 


® by Hayim Greenberg 


to him the duty of heroic and active resistance ac- 
cording to the Indian principle of ‘Satyagra- 
-_*. 


The motivating idea of “Satyagraha’’ is not, 
as some claim, a practical strategy which Gandhi 
‘made to order” to meet the concrete demands 
of the Indian situation. Long ago he advocated it 
as a universal ideal which could be applied by all 
the oppressed and injured everywhere and in- 
dependent of the specific historical situation. 
Personally I feel that the individual and group 
struggles according to the plan of “Satyagraha” 
—aside from its moral-religious implications— 


_ 


* Gandhi's own translation and ceepenition of this term is: 
““soul-force’’, 


“holding 


on to truth,’ “‘love-force’ 
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have proved to be practical and effective. The 
truth of the “Satyagraha” teaching—which in 
another form has been expressed by Jesus and 
other Jewish teachers many generations ago—is 
in my eyes as self-evident as a mathematical 
axiom. But I must admit to myself that in order 
to apply Gandhi’s method of struggle, it is neces- 
sary to accept it not only on a purely intellectual 
plane; it is also imperative that it be assimilated 
emotionally, that it should be believed in with all 
the force of one’s being. Such faith the Jews 
of Germany do not possess. Faith in the principle 
of “Satyagraha” is a matter of special predisposi- 
tion which, for numerous reasons, the German 
Jews have not developed. The civilization in 
which German Jews have lived for so many gen- 
erations, and to the creation of which they have 
so energetically and ably contributed, has not pre- 
pared them for the “pathos” of “‘Satyagraha’’. As 
a result, they are now defenceless. The accepted 
defense methods of the European-American world 
cannot be applied by the German Jews. They 
cannot resort to passive resistance because they 
lack the heroism, the faith and the specific imag- 
inative powers which alone can stimulate such 
heroism. When Gandhi accuses German Jews of 
lacking that mentality which, in his estimation, is 
the only truly heroic mentality, I am ready to 
concur with him, but with one reservation which 
he also must accept—that this accusation should 
also be levelled against the millions of non-Jewish 
Germans who wear the yoke of the Hitler regime 
with impotent hatred and show no more affinity 
for “Satyagraha’”’ methods than do the Jews; 
against the millions of Italians who for years have 
breathed the contaminated air of their own tyran- 
ny; against the tens of millions of Russians who 
have exhausted their strength in civil war and do 
not: find their way to the Gandhi method of re- 
sisting the red despotism; against hundreds of 
millions of Chinese who by their military resist- 
ance aid the Japanese aggressors to ravage their 
country instead of following the path of non- 
cooperation. 


It is true that one may demand—as Gandhi 
does—that Jews, and particularly the Jews of 
Germany, should be the “pioneers” of new forms 
of social struggle in the Western world and should 
be the first to embrace the practice of “Satya- 
graha’’. Gandhi wishes that we should set an 
example to the non-Jewish Germans, that we 
should point the way to a spiritual crusade against 
their wicked government. He may have a sound 
reason for believing that the incomparable suf- 
fering and degradation to which German Jews 
are subjected “compels” them to act more heroi- 
cally and to be more “adventurous” spiritually 
than their neighbors. I do not question the idea 
implicit in Gandhi’s demand, that there is a mutual 
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relationship between the intensity of suffering and 
the intensity of the moral reaction to suffering. 
But there is reason to assume that when suffering 
and insults transgress certain bounds it is quite 
natural that the reaction should be a feeling of 
futility and despair instead of that heroism which 
Gandhi suggests. This is especially true when the 
group concerned is historically and psychologically 
not prepared for such a catastrophe and therefore 
looks upon it as a sudden and unexpected occur- 
rence. The prophet of “Young India” has in 
this instance exhibited an unusual lack of psy- 
chological understanding. 


Gandhi should also have understood that it is 
far less simple to preach “Satyagraha” to German 
Jews than it is to Indian masses, even to the lowest 
caste of “untouchables”. We all know the evils of 
English rule and administration in India. But one 
should be wary of drawing comparisons between 
the situation of the Indian masses today, or even 
twenty years ago, and the position of the German 
Jews today. Throughout the years that the Indian 
National Congress conducted its struggle for 
emancipation, there existed in India tens of legal 
newspapers and journals which voiced the needs 
and the political demands of the people. The 
British government never questioned the right of 
the oppressed population to live, to work and to 
earn their bread; it did not even question their 
right to hold responsible government positions. 
The most brutal British administration bore in 
mind that it had to deal with 350 million people 
living compactly in one area. Together with 
Gandhi it understood that, to use his (Gandhi's) 
own words, “If we Indians could only spit in 
unison, we would form a puddle big enough to 
drown 300,000 Englishmen”, the entire number 
of Englishmen that live in India and govern it. 
When “Satyagraha”’ is practiced by an organized 
group that is backed by such an immense popula- 
tion (even if these people wanted to flee the 
country and had where to go, England is interest- 
ed that they should remain in the land—the exact 
opposite of the attitude of the Nazi regime toward 
the Jews) it is a potential force of which the scat- 
tered half million German Jews cannot even 
dream. And may I add something else? I will use 
the words of one of Gandhi’s disciples and col- 
leagues who, just before he was sent to prison, de- 
clared: “We can thank our lucky stars that we are 
fighting the British and not someone else for the 
British have something in them to which we can 
appeal.” The same British judge who sentenced 
Gandhi to prison found it possible and unpunish- 
able to declare, after pronouncing sentence, that 
it was the law which sends Gandhi to prison but 
that he personally looks upon him as “a great 
patriot and a great leader’’; that “even those who 
differed from Gandhi look upon him as a man of 
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high ideals and of noble and even saintly life.” 
At that same time one of the most prominent 
British missionaries compared Gandhi's trial to 
the trials of Jesus and Socrates, and the English 
Bishop of Madras declared to the entire world: 
“I frankly confess, although it deeply grieves me 
to say it, that I see in Mr. Gandhi the patient 
sufferer for the cause of righteousness and mercy, 
a truer representative of the crucified Savior than 
the men who have thrown him into prison and yet 
call themselves by the name of Christ.” 


Only recently I met an Englishman, an ex-army 
officer in India (now a member of Parliament), 
who had been noble enough to refuse to carry out 
the command to arrest Gandhi, with the full 
knowledge of the punishment prescribed for such 
insubordination. That punishment was not meted 
out. Even during the days of General Dyer’s 
brutal administration in India there did not reign 
that bestiality and “moral anesthesia” which char- 
acterize the Germany of today. A Jewish Gandhi 
in Germany, should one arise, could ‘‘function” 
for about five minutes—until the first Gestapo 
agent would lead him, not to a concentration 
camp, but directly to the guillotine. 


If Gandhi demands heroism from the Indians, 
he demands of the German Jews a measure of 
super-heroism unexampled in history. Gandhi's 
comparison between the situation of the Indians 
and that of the German Jews, contains an element 
of unfairness which crept in against his will and 
against his intentions. 


cs. 


But if Gandhi demands that we practice super- 
heroism in Germany, he requésts that in Palestine 
we should renounce the most elementary rights 
which every people may and should claim. When 
he asks why we do not “like the other peoples of 
the earth” make our home in the land where we 
were born and where we earn our livelihood, he 
indicates that he has not pondered the unusual 
drama of the paradoxical Jewish history. Jews 
have been dispersed for many generations and it 
could not be an accident that after sojourning in 
so many lands and with so many peoples they have 
not become so rooted in those countries that these 
should cease being ‘‘stepmother lands”. Gandhi 
should have known of the numerous attempts the 
Jews have made throughout the ages to transform 
lands of refuge into true homes, beginning with 
Babylonia and the Hellenic city of Alexandria in 
Egypt. The contribution of the Jews to the eco- 
nomic growth and the cultural blossoming of those 
countries is sufficient proof of this attempt to be- 
come rooted which has so frequently ended in 
failure. Gandhi’s question rings like a veiled 
accusation; it sounds as if we have purposely 
refused to become rooted in any country but 
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Palestine. If it should be true that we have con- 
demned ourselves to remain eternal strangers, 
then such an unusual phenomenon in human history. 
should have evoked Gandhi’s wonder and he 
should have asked whether the Jews do not bear 
within themselves unrealized forces which can 
only manifest themselves in a Jewish territorial 
environment where these may come to fruition. 


But Gandhi refuses to recognize our right to 
a distinct territorial settlement, a right which is 
enjoyed, almost without exception, by all the peo- 
ples of the world. Were it not so, he would see 
the Palestine problem in an altogether different 
political and moral light. For when he says that 
“it would be a crime against humanity to reduce 
the proud Arabs, so that Palestine can be restored 
to the Jews partly or wholly as their National 
Homeland” he forgets that if national honor is 
at stake (this is the burden of his statement and 
he knows full well that one may not repeat the 
discredited allegations of economic or cultural 
harm that Jews supposedly caused to Arabs) he 
should also have thought of Jewish honor. Either 
it is dishonorable to be a minority in a country or 
it is merely a question of fictitious prestige for 
which he can have no sympathy. If only pseudo- 
honor is involved, why should he be concerned 
lest the “proud Arabs” be deprived of the en- 
joyment of an inflated pride? But if real na- 
tional honor is at stake, why should the Arabs 
enjoy it throughout the length and breadth of the 
Arabian peninsula, Iraq, Syria, Lebanon, Trans- 
Jordan, and Egypt (an area almost as large as 
the European continent) while the Jews should be 
deprived of this honor even in an area which oc- 
cupies about one per cent of the above mentioned 
lands; an area to which they have historical claims 
and the natural right they acquired during two 
generations of diligent work, initiative, heroism 
and suffering? 


I do not claim that so-called historical rights 
possess absolute validity. If it is true, for in- 
stance, that Gypsies came to Europe from a cer- 
tain section of India and that section is now com- 
pletely settled, no intelligent being would claim 
that the Gypsies have a right to return to build 
their national home in that area. They could do 
so only through the expulsion of the present popu- 
lation. Jewish historical rights to Palestine are of 
an altogether different nature. The country is 
underpopulated and inadequately cultivated; it 
contains room for several times the number of 
people that now reside in it. For Jews Palestine 
is the cradle and the “laboratory” of their civiliza- 
tion and their spiritual bond with the country was 
not broken at any time during their history. For 
the Arabs Palestine is, in a certain sense, an ‘‘ac- 
cidental”’ geographical unit for which they do not 
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even have a name. To this day Palestine is only 
“South Syria” to the Arabs. 


Need anything more be added to explain Jewish 
rights to Palestine? In eastern Europe an anec- 
dote is current (an anecdote the implications of 
which are altogether too frequently overlooked) 
concerning a thief whom the judge chided in the 
following words: “Don’t you know that it is for- 
bidden to take anything that belongs to others?” 
But the thief posed an intellectual dilemma be- 
fore the judge. ‘‘What shall I do”, he asked the 
judge, “‘since at the time of my birth everything 
already belonged to other people?” Absolute 
poverty, in a world filled with riches, confers a 
natural right upon those whom fate mistreated 
to demand their share, first of all at the expense 
of those who possess too much, more than they 
need or can use. One may not say to Jews: “The 
world is already divided up; some received more 
and others less but there is nothing left for you 
and no one is obliged to share with you; even 
though he possesses fields which he cannot or does 
not wish to cultivate, or factories where the ma- 
chines are left to rust in inaction, simply because 
at one time he succeeded in obtaining these pos- 
sessions by force or through trickery. Gandhi 
does not realize that he has erred in sanctioning 
the ‘‘absolute” nature of private property and its 
inviolability. Group ownership of territories is 
also a form of private ownership which should be 
subjected to control and regulation by a broader 
human or internationalist principle. Although he is 
not a Socialist in the accepted meaning of the 
term, Gandhi is aware that the propertly relation- 
ships between individual members of society will 
have to be modified in some way in order to at- 
tain a minimum of justice. Earnest and logical 
consideration should have led him to the con- 
clusion that the same criterium of justice—the 
assurance of the necessary minimum to every 
creature which is stamped with “the image of 
God”’—must also be applied to entire nations, 
races and tribes. Another non-Socialist and non- 
Internationalist (in the modern meaning of the 
terms), Benjamin Franklin, several generations 
ago admirably expressed this simple idea in a 
letter to Robert Morris. He said: “All property 
except the savage’s temporary cabin, his bow, his 
matchcoat and other little acquisitions, absolutely 
necessary for his subsistence, seems to me the 
creature of public convention. Hence, the public 
has the right of regulating descents, and all other 
conveyances of property, and even of limiting the 
quantity and the uses of it. All the property that 
is necessary to a man, for the conservation of the 
individual and the propagation of the species, is 
his natural right, which none may justly deprive 
him of; but all property superfluous to such pur- 
poses is the property of the public, who, by their 
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laws, have created it, and who may therefore, by 
other laws, dispose of it, whenever the welfare 
of the public shall demand such disposition. He 
that does not like civil society on these terms, let 
him retire and live among savages. He can have 
no right to- the benefits of society, who will not 
pay his club toward the support of it.” 

Had Gandhi taken the trouble to consider this 
elementary truth in relation to present-day reality, 
he would also not have written in such a tone of 
near-disdain about the Mandate. From a purely 
legalistic point of view, it may be possible to agree 
with him that “the mandates have no sanction 
but that of the last war”. This does not mean, 
however, that the basic idea of the mandates, and 
even the mandatory system as it has been practiced 
during the past twenty years, was born from the 
war. The idea underlying the mandate which, 
according to the constitution of the League of 
Nations, should be applied in territories where 
the population is not ready for self-government 
or where local interests must be subordinated to 
more important considerations of an international 
character, is potentially of great humanitarian 
significance. It is a prelude to that “civil society” 
of which Franklin wrote in the eighteenth century; 
it is a way to a more rational and just collective- 
international control of the world’s wealth. I am 
not unaware of the shortcomings with which the 
League of Nations is weighed down nor of its 
sad fate during recent years which also brought 
misfortune to all humanity. But whoever observed 
closely the activities of the League in the admin- 
istration of mandated territories—naturally ex- 
cluding those areas mandated to Japan, a country 
which cynically mocked League control even when 
its representatives were still sitting at Geneva— 
must admit that the mandatory system is a step 
forward when compared with the uncontrolled 
colonial regimes of the past and the present. The 
fact that a mandatory government is responsible 
to the Permanent Mandates Commission, in which 
the majority of the members represent govern- 
ments possessing neither mandates nor colonial 
possessions, is in itself an advance in the direction 
of internationalism and the humanization of the 
world. 

It is regrettable that Gandhi approached our 
problem without that fundamental earnestness and 
passionate search for truth which are so character- 
istic of his usual treatment of problems. He 
therefore missed the deeper implications of the 
Mandates system. He therefore also failed to 
grasp the unequalled tragedy of Jewish existence. 
This is the reason why he can justify the phen- 
omenon of five Arab states demanding in London 
the establishment of a sixth one on the eve of the 
founding of two other sovereign Arab govern- 
ments in Syria and Lebanon while at the same 
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time sanctioning the denial of refuge to Jews in 
their old home. This also explains his stand that 
Arabs must nowhere be reduced to the status of a 
minority while tens of millions of Russians, Poles, 
Czechs, Germans, Irish and Italians live in dozens 
of countries as ethnic minorities and while Jews 
live as a persecuted minority on the entire globe. 

With all my respect for the Mahatma (I doubt 
if there is another living man who evokes within 
me such a moral awareness of his loftiness), I can- 
not help feeling that in the present instance he has 
betrayed his inner nature. I cannot avoid the sus- 
picion that so far as the Palestine problem is 
concerned, Gandhi allowed himself to be in- 
fluenced by the anti-Zionist propaganda being 
conducted among fanatic pan-Islamists. His un- 
derstandable and praiseworthy desire for. a 
united front with the Mohammedans, apparently 
misguided and blinded him to significant realities 
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and deprived him of that analytical clarity which 
is a part of his moral being. Years ago he was, 
for the same reason, misguided into supporting the 
agitation for the reestablishment of the Khalifate, 
an institution that is at such variance with his 
general views. Gandhi was wrong then; he is 
also mistaken in the present instance and the 
source of these mistakes seems to be the same. 


I know that this is a serious accusation—at any 
rate a serious suspicion. But when it comes from 
a Jew, such an accusation does not indicate a lack 
of veneration. Hero worship among Jews is 
traditionally circumscribed. We venerate Moses, 
our first prophet and liberator. But we do not 
forget that also he was sinful—so sinful that God 
denied him entry into the Promised Land and his 
earthly remains were interred on the solitary 
height of Mount Nebo. 


III. A Liberal Interprets Zionism 


HAT ARE the reasons which prompt a 

non-Jew, especially one of my particular 
predilections, to support the Zionist cause, and the 
continuance of the present Palestine Mandate— 
a non-Jew with no Jewish affiliations of any kind, 
and with sympathy for Arab causes in various 
parts of the world; an anti-Imperialist pacifist who 
has at times been extremely hostile to some man- 
ifestations of British Imperialism, who believes 
in democracy, and accepts the principle of the 
rule of majorities. How are these predilections 
reconciled with warm support of the Zionst cause 
as against many British Imperialists who desire to 
see Britain surrender her Mandate and leave 
Jews and Arabs to fight it out between themselves 
as best they can? 


Perhaps that can best be answered by answer- 
ing a question which English friends often put 
to me: How do you reconcile anti-[mperialism 
with your support of the presence of British bay- 
onets in Palestine; self-determination with the de- 
fiance of the will of the immense majority of the 
people of Palestine? 


In replying, I am sometimes tempted to remark 
that I would like to see the definition or interpre- 
tation of sweeping slogans like ‘‘self-determina- 
tion”, ‘independence’, ‘“‘majority rule” applied 
as an intelligence test to those who profess to deal 
with social and political affairs. Majority of 
what? The world, the nation, the state, the city, 
the religious community, the race, the industrial 
groups? What makes the unit within which the 
rule shall operate? Similarly—as to “‘self-deter- 
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mination”. Does it mean that Moslems may 
claim to be ruled by Moslems, Jews by Jews, 
Protestants *by Protestants? Then why not 
Baptists by Baptists, blondes by blondes, brunettes 
by brunettes? That may seem a silly retort. But 
for centuries it was deemed far more important 
to apply self-determination to the religious than to 
the national or geographical groups (as indeed it 
is deemed more important in parts of India 
today) and for centuries men fought over just 
such problems. And as to self-determination based 
on color, we shall hear a very great deal about 
it when the colored races begin to assert them- 
selves more effectively, whether in Asia or in 


Alabama. 


“Majority” and “‘self-determination” have no 
meaning until we have agreed upon what the unit 
to which they are to be applied shall be. Southern 
Irishmen invoke both principles as the basis of 
the right to include Ulster in their State. Just as 
passionately Ulstermen invoke both principles as 
the basis of the right to remain outside. However 
useful as briefly descriptive terms of certain gen- 
eral principles or methods, to be applied to social 
or political units whose extent and nature we have 
broadly agreed upon, such words as “‘inde- 
pendence” and “‘self-determination” as abstrac- 
tions or absolutes are meaningless. 


It is plain why I indulge in these reflections. 
The Arabs of Palestine, in their objections to the 
creation of a Jewish home in that country, invoke 
these principles of “independence” and “‘self-de- 
termination” which are in part a legacy of not 






| 
i 
} 
| 
\ 
} 


















16 





very sincere war-time slogans and which threaten 
to shatter European unity everywhere. The Arab 
thesis is a simple one. Arabs are in a majority. 
The country is “theirs”. They are entitled to be 
ruled by their own people. The making of their 
country a national Jewish home is, therefore, a 
violation of democracy, independence, nationalism, 
self-determination, as well, they allege — here 
wrongly—as of promises made to them by the 
British Government. 


In our modern world, which has managed to 
annihilate space, absolute independence has be- 
come as impossible for groups and peoples as for 
individuals, and as anti-social a claim. Absolute 
independence implies that you have no obligations 
to the rest of the world at all, that you are en- 
titled to do as you please, however much it may 
damage the other inhabitants of this planet. But 
there are many problems now in which, when we 
speak of ‘“‘majority right,” the unit which we must 
postulate is the’ world itself. If some tribe in 
Arabia should establish a historical and ancestral 
claim to a portion of the desert through which 
flows, say, the Suez Canal, would they have the 
right, as against the needs of the whole world, 
to forbid the passage of the world’s ships because 
the Canal was in “their” territory? When, within 
a State, a single individual’s private property 
stands in the way of some great public utility like 
a water-works or railway, he is not permitted to 
hold up the public interest indefinitely by invoking 
for all time the “inviolable rights of private 
property.” The public as a whole invokes a coun- 
ter-principle; and there is a “right of eminent 
domain” as applicable to groups of individuals 
as to single persons. Would the Red Indians of 
North America, because they were the aboriginal 
population, have the right to demand the evacua- 
tion of New York or Boston or Chicago by the 
Palefaces? These absolutes can easily become 
fantastic, and it is not in terms of any such abso- 
lutes that we non-Jews of the West must approach 
the Zionist experiment. 


The Jewish question was, and is, a world ques- 
tion which has arisen largely because of gross 
offenses committed by non-Jews against the Jew- 
ish race. Anti-Semitism is a moral attitude of 
that xenophobist nationalism, which we have all 
alike nursed. Anti-Semitism is indeed at once the 
assertion of the worst side of nationalism and the 
denial of its best. 


The homelessness of the Jewish people made 
the problem a more difficult one, and the upheaval 
of the Great War and the settlement of the world 
seemed to furnish an opportunity for the non- 
Jewish peoples to make some sort of contribution 
in cooperating to create a Jewish home—a home- 
coming which has been an age-old and indestructi- 
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ble tradition of that race, woven into its spiritual 
bone and sinew. 


The Turkish Empire of which Palestine had 
been a part was in dissolution. Its liquidation was 
indeed long overdue and would have been 
achieved generations before if there had been 
such a thing as European or Christian unity. Of 
the three religious groups—Jewish, Christian and 
Moslem—attached to Palestine by their religious 
traditions, the two most deeply concerned, the 
Jewish and Christian, were in agreement in the 
sense that the representatives of Christendom 
were prepared to agree to Zionism as a contribu- 
tion towards the settlement of the age-long con- 
flicts between them. The traditional and religious 
ties of the dissenting Moslem minority centered 
elsewhere than in Palestine. Jerusalem is not the 
religious capital of Mohammedanism. It is the 
Mecca of the Jews. 


Conceived as a general problem concerning civi- 
lized mankind as a whole, to be solved only by 
some measure of give-and-take, the case was 
plainly one in which the lesser consideration— 
certain prejudices of a small proportion of the 
Arab world—had to give way to the larger con- 
sideration, aspirations common to nearly the whole 
of the Jewish world and to the easing, at least, 
of the problem which the presence of the Jews in 
non-Jewish States has constituted in the past. To 
give those wanderers at last a visible abiding- 
place and spiritual home, a refuge for thwarted 
creative will, a place where the shattered altars of 
tradition could once more be erected, was small 
enough restitution for the non-Jewish world to 
make. 


The Jews had no right to ask, and did not ask, 
material sacrifice on the part of the Arabs. The 
economic position of the population as a whole has 
not been worsened by the coming of the Zionists, 
it has been enormously improved. It cannot even 
indeed be said that the Arab has been asked to 
surrender his agelong habit of nomadic half- civi- 
lized life. For the portion of the desert which 
the Jew asks leave to reclaim for his home is but 
a tiny portion of that vast sandy ocean in which 
the Arab who may be so inclined may wander at 
will. The Jews do not demand “independence” 
for the Jewish home, the right, that is, tc five 
under a Government of their own people. They 
demand an impartial government in which their 
community and special cultural traditions and 
qualities can be freely developed side by side 
with those of other elements in the population. 
The government of Palestine is not, as I have 
said elsewhere, a British Government, nor a Jew- 
ish Government, nor an Arab Government; it is 
a government—“international government, if one 
must give it an adjective—though “impartial” 
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should be the description towards which it should 
strive. 


Not the least service that the Palestine Man- 
date may perform is that, if successful, it may be 
a forerunner of a type of government which, as 
populations, by reason of the annihilation of space, 
become more heterogeneous, will be more and 
more necessary, in some form or other, in various 
parts of the world. That British Imperialists 
should be among those who disparage this effort, 
and who in some cases at least plainly do not 
desire it to succeed, is proof of how little any 
worthy idealism inspires some of the noisier kinds 
of imperialism. We have talked in the past of 
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world responsibility, burdens thrust upon us and 
much else of the same kind. But never surely was 
greater honor conferred upon a State than when 
it was chosen to be the Mandatory of mankind 
to act as umpire and arbiter between three great 
religions of the world, in carrying out an act of 
restitution on that soil whose story during forty 
centuries makes the sacred literature of every 
home where the Old or the New Testament finds 
a place. If ever a task should appeal to the imagi- 
nation of a great people it is this. If that people 
is to be worthy at all of what it has so often 
declared to be its chief contribution to the prob- 
lems of the world’s government, this task must 
be carried through. 


Can Tolerance Be Taught ? 


E ARE going to teach tolerance. The New 
‘ . York Board of Education has passed a res- 
olution to that effect. Some schools in New Jersey 
and other states are becoming alarmed by the 
growing menace to democratic ideals, and even the 
Federal government has stepped into the breach. 
The U. S. Department of Interior is trying to 
ward off the attacks of subsidized propagandists 
throughout the country by counter-blasts from the 
Office of Education. Washington is hoping to safe- 
guard young America on a national scale by offer- 
ing a weekly series of 26 radio programs entitled 
‘Americans All—Immigrants All.” Each of 
these broadcasts is devoted to the specific cultural 
and economic contributions of some given immig- 
rant group. Every racial strain gets its innings. 
Anyone who began listening on the Sunday after- 
noon of November 13, when the series started 
with ‘Opening Frontiers” and continues assidu- 
ously to the “Grand Finale” on May 7, will have 
gotten a bird’s eye view of the achievements of the 
Irish, Germans, Jews, Slavs, Italians and all the 
other ingredients of the melting-pot. Presumably 
any such listener will finally be persuaded of the 
intrinsic virtues of every part that went into the 
whole, and the fires of fanaticism will have 
abated. 

Obviously one could have nothing but praise for 
such an attempt. It is easy enough to poke fun at 
the notion of teaching tolerance. The ludicrous 
aspects of the idea have already provided many a 
cartoonist with rich subject matter, and the pros- 
pect of Johnny Smith getting his daily dose of tol- 
erance has afforded many a merry quip. Toler- 
ance, like castor oil, forced down the throats of 
the recalcitrant young! ‘Love-your-neighbor” 
pills to be swallowed five times per week for cre- 
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dit! The opportunities for derision are endless. 

And yet the brightest witticisms will not laugh 
away the fact that the youth of America is being 
reached in increasing numbers by forces who have 
no doubts whatever as to the teachability of intol- 
erance. Since this is the case, we are faced not by 
an academic discussion as to the proper province 
of pedagogy but by a practical problem whose sol- 
ution is imperative. It is no longer a question of 
what can the school do but rather how is the 
school to do it. 


One type of criticism may be dismissed at once. 
No serious teacher contemplates making “‘toler- 
ance’’ a separate part of the curriculum. No one 
proposes to introduce a new subject labelled “tol- 
erance” in the course of which an industrious 
teacher will descant on the charms of harmony 
and good will. Such a method would spell its own 
defeat. A teacher of any degree of experience 
knows very well that a labelled, artificial attempt 
limited to so many minutes per day, would for the 
most part arouse boredom and indifference, or an- 
tagonism and suspicion. No one has any illusions 
as to the difficulties and delicacy of the task of car- 
rying out such resolutions as that of the New York 
Board of Education. At the same time, no one 
with his eyes open can doubt the urgency of dis- 
covering some workable method of meeting the 
menace of fascist and nazi propaganda whose in- 
fluence may be seen in every class room. 


In a very real sense, without any phrase-mon- 
gering, the public school system has become the 
chief bulwark of American democracy. Outside 
of the school the student is subjected to a variety 
of appeals and compulsions. If he is of foreign 
parentage, he feels, perforce, the loyalties of his 
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particular group. However little one may relish 
it, a German or an Italian boy carries over the at- 
titudes to be found in his domestic environment, 
and these “home” attitudes are quite likely to be 
shaped by the home country. If the student is 
Catholic, there is the pressure of his church which 
determines his political views quite as much as his 
religious ideals. Any teacher who observed the 
complete reversal of her students on the question 
of the child labor amendment the Monday after 
the Sunday sermon opposing it, has no doubts as 
to the influence of the church even in non-religious 
issues. Father Coughlin has been disavowed as 
an official spokesman of Catholicism, but as long 


as he is not unfrocked he carries the authority of a’ 


priest, and many a boy and girl listens to his vilest 
lies with the reverence due his office. Further- 
more, in addition to the legitimate and inevitable 
influences of home and church, the young are be- 
ing assailed by whispering campaigns, by leaflets, 
by secret meetings—in short, by the whole unsav- 
ory propaganda machinery of nascent fascism. 
The Bund and its ilk—the 800 fascist organiza- 
tions which claim to reach one third of the popu- 
lation of the U. S. by written or oral agitation— 
do not neglect high school students. They know 
in how few years the sixteen year old boy comes of 
voting age—how soon the seed will bear fruit. In 
view of all this, the school has a vital function to 
perform—a function which it has previously side- 
stepped or fumbled, else the need to “‘teach toler- 
ance’ and democratic ideals would not now be so 
woefully apparent. 


Till now the American school has been handi- 
capped by its chief virtue—its sense of fair play. 
Every view point is to be expressed and to be ac- 
corded equal deference. The teacher, as presid- 
ing genius, may conduct the notes struck, so that 
some semblance of order is maintained, but he 
must not set the tune. The melody is created by 
the pupil and if the music doesn’t sound good, 
that’s too bad. There is no dreader word in the 
teacher’s lexicon than “indoctrinate”. To “indoc- 
trinate” is taboo. All sides must be presented, 
and truth will prevail. All the “pros” and ‘‘cons”’ 
are dished out before the inquiring young, and the 
assumption is that instinct will lead to a choice of 
wholesome fare. But teacher must not rap his 
pupils’ knuckles if they reach for a dangerous 
course. This theory of education, admirable 
though it be in its intent, has had some curious re- 
sults. We have succeeded in generating in our 
youth a kind of scepticism of all values, rather 
than a positive appreciation of any one value. 
Everything may be right or wrong; everything 
may be true or false. In short, ‘‘everything is a 
racket.” Everybody has an axe to grind, and it 
doesn’t really matter so much which axe on what 
grindstone. A teacher of my acquaintance told 
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me that when she discussed the subject of toler- 
ance in her classes (immediately after the Board 
of Education passed its resolution) a number of 
her students protested. ‘Why can’t we be intoler- 
ant?’ The proportion of students who insisted: 
“This is a-free country, so I have the right to be 
intolerant” was considerable enough to astonish 
her. Naturally, no Negroes or Jews objected; 
nor were the anti-tolerance advocates a majority 
of the class, but there was enough sentiment of 
this kind to be felt. Here we face the paradoxical 
situation of apparently having fostered tolerance 
of everything under the sun except tolerance itself. 
Obviously, despite years of exposure to a demo- 
cratic environment, a basic American concept had 
not taken root. In the same way the increasing 
number of students in every class room who will 
champion dictatorship as a form of government 
shows that democracy is on the defensive even in 
the schools. 

Of course educators are aware of this tendency 
and a reaction has set in. Cries of ‘indoctrinate 
for democracy” and “‘teach tolerance” are being 
heard. Actually, what is being done? Take the 
radio programs of the Federal government, for 
instance. The notion behind ‘Americans All— 
Immigrants All,” as the title indicates, is excellent, 
but since the program is offered on Sunday after- 
noon, it must compete in entertainment value with 
a popular comedian, or a band, or a movie. Un- 
less the program is engrossing or amusing, it will 
not be heard. The program of the “Jew in Amer- 
ica” was given in the beginning of February. It be- 
gan with a little sketch in which the ubiquitous 
Haym Solomon offered money to George Wash- 
ington. After that a few other Jewish benefac- 
tors appeared, among them Lillian Wald and 
Nathan Strauss. A list of “great Jews” was of- 
fered in conclusion, and the program ended with 
an appeal for good will toward all. The program 
fell far short of its mark on several counts. In 
the first place, it was dull. Unless one had a spe- 
cial reason for wishing to hear it, the temptation 
to shut it off would be considerable. Many Jews 
no doubt listened with desperate eagerness but I 
have grave doubts about the number of enthusias- 
tic non-Jewish listeners. Furthermore, assuming 
that someone had listened diligently to the end, 
what notion did he carry away? The stress of the 
program—whether deliberate or not—was on the 
role of the Jew as philanthropist, in other words, 
on the rich Jew with a heart of gold. That em- 
phasis is unfortunate on the face of it. A pro- 
gram which would be an antidote for Father 
Coughlin, also on the radio on Sunday afternoon, 
would have to be more exciting in form and more 
stimulating in content. The series is a step in the 
right direction but only a step. 









it ¢ 
ma 
hor 
ins 
etit 
of 

Suc 


all 


wa: 
gra 
of 

ma 
ma 
ste: 
By 
bee 
por 
at t 
hin 
mat 








r- 


»f 


re 


ye 
sh 


ty 
of 
al 
ce 
rt. 
O- 
id 
1g 
ill 


nt 


cy 


ng 
he 
or 


it, 
T= 


In- 
ill 
a2 
e- 
us 
sh- 
aC- 
nd 
of - 
ith 
um 


De- 
on 
ws 


ri 


as- 


nd, 
the 
the 
ds, 


ro- 
1er 
on, 
ore 


the 








Marcu, 1939 


How about the New York Board of Education 
resolution? The school naturally offers one im- 
mediate advantage over Sunday radio programs. 
The students cannot turn off whatever is being of- 
fered them, even if their desires are elsewhere. 
This initial advantage need not be scorned. It 
provides limitless opportunities if these are intel- 
ligently exploited. How are the New York teach- 
ers going to go about the business of teaching tol- 
erance? The resolution calls for two assemblies 
monthly on tolerance. In every elementary and 
high school in New York, the students will as- 
semble twice a month and witness programs de- 
voted to tolerance. The continued preparation of 
such programs are likely to tax the ingenuity and 
resources of any staff. True, the students cannot 
rise and walk out if they weary of variants on the 
same theme, but boredom can serve as a boomer- 
ang. It is still too early to know how successful 
these assemblies have been, though it is clear that 
if the pitfalls they contain can be circumvented 
adroitly, they present a valuable field. 

In the last analysis, however, neither radio pro- 
grams nor assemblies will do the trick. At best, 
such efforts will create a favorable atmosphere— 
a predisposition. They will not, of themselves, 
implant and cultivate the desired attitudes. That 
requires a greater and more determined drive. 
We must face the fact that the young have neither 
adequate information nor the capacity to judge. 
They require direction, and this direction cannot 
be given by innuendo. 
and all its implied concepts is to win, it must be 
presented baldly and boldly. The challenge is 
crass and plain-speaking. The answer must be 
unequivocal. 


If one seriously wishes to inculcate an attitude, 
it can be done. Hitler has shown us how in Ger- 
many. Every report of Nazi schools indicates 
how successfully hate and intolerance have been 
instilled; they have been instilled by planned rep- 
etition, by an unrelenting emphasis, by a utilization 
of every avenue of approach to the students. 
Such subjects as history, or “‘race’”’ theories, natur- 
ally lend themselves to the propagandist but even 
in physics, mathematics or grammar, there is no 
wasted motion. The German child analyzes as its 
grammar assignment, sentiments like “The plane 
of my fatherland brings destruction.” The Ger- 
man child calculates with bombs not apples. How 
many miles to Moscow? How much did the Jews 
steal in 1930? Arithmetic knows no idle moments. 
By the time a Nazi child leaves his school, he has 
been thoroughly conditioned to instinctive res- 
ponses. The correct shudder steals down his back 
at the sight of a Jew. The correct fury animates 
him towards the “hostile”? democratic world. No 
matter how little we may relish the results, we 
must admit that the method works. 





If the side for democracy | 
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Such indoctrination runs counter to our natural 
tendencies and to our entire tradition of instruc- 

tion. But let us not deceive ourselves. The 

theory of ‘‘appeasement”’ is no more successful in » 
pedagogy than it is in politics. We do not “ap- 

pease” prejudice or bigotry or downright false- 

hood by giving it an opportunity to air itself with- 

out adequate and condemnatory rejoinder. On 

the contrary, we invest it with respectability by 

raising it to the level of discussion. 

Our educational system must ask itself what 
values it wishes to preserve. If it considers 
democracy and tolerance an essential good, then it 
must abandon half-hearted measures. The demo- 
cratic school must have its faith. Teachers must 
have the courage to be doctrinaire in regard to 
democratic ideals. The time is too crucial for aca- 
demic discussions in which any type of opinion en- 
joys a kind of sanctity by virtue of being opinion. 
The influence of the school is stifled by the tradi- 
tion that it can have no stand in controversial ques- 
tions. Not only should it have a stand, but a de- 
finite and authoritative stand. It is a naive and 
mistaken notion to believe that the fact that stu- 
dents in our schools praise dictatorships or pro- 
claim the sacred right to be intolerant is an evi- 
dence of the successful functioning of our schools. 
It is more truly the measure of their failure. I 
naturally do not mean that a student should be 
forbidden to express an opinion contrary to our 
concepts. I do mean, however, that when such an 
opinion is expressed it should not be received pass- 
ively and deferentially. We must abandon the 
specious respect for all “opinion”, no matter how 
menacing and hostile to our institutions. The op- 
ponent of democracy knows no such scruples, and 
this delicacy is lost on immature minds. 


Furthermore, questions such as tolerance and 
democracy cannot be taken up in general terms. 
There is no carry over between a sentimental ap- 
peal and the specific application. Many New 
York students saw heartrending motion pictures 
depicting the plight of refugees, but they have also 
been informed by reactionary elements that hosts 
of refugees are threatening their opportunities for 
employment. Ask any teacher who has non-Jew- 
ish students how much sympathy for refugees she 
can discover? On the contrary, she will tell you 
how often she meets the canard that New York 
department stores are dismissing their employees 
to make room for foreign Jews. We cannot rely 
on the hope that once a general truth is estab- 
lished, a specific deduction will be made. If we 
are concerned with fighting intolerance, our 
schools must have the courage to challenge parti- 
cular violations of this ideal. If we are concerned 
with the growth of anti-Semitism, then the diat- 
ribes of a Father Coughlin should be exposed in 
the class-room. If we are concerned with the pre- 
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servation of democracy, the implications of a 
Bund meeting in Madison Square Garden should 
be analyzed. It is no longer a question of letting 
sleeping dogs lie. The dogs are howling in every 
street, and the fact that they are mad does not 
make their bite less dangerous. 


The school system as a whole must accept the 
challenge to fundamental democratic ideals. It 
must not rely on the zeal or intelligence of individ- 
ual teachers. The curriculum in its entirety should 
bear the imprint of conscious goals. Unless the 
democratic school assumes intellectual authority 
over its students in their formative years, Amer- 





ican youth runs the danger of being captured by 
elements who have no such hesitancy. The public 
school is the natural ally of democratic institu- 
tions. It can be a tremendous source of power in 
defense of our essential beliefs if it appreciates the 
significance of its function. Our schools are too 
often paralyzed by their fear of giving offense, of 
treading on someone’s toes, of expressing a defin- 
ite view. We know that fascist agents have no 
scruples about “indoctrinating” our youth. If our 
schools are in earnest about their expressed aims, 
they must become equally aggressive, deliberate 
and concrete in their “indoctrination” of democ- 
racy and tolerance. 


Palestine Kaleidoscope 


My Landlord 


HEN ACQUAINTANCES ask me why I 

. still live far out in Kerem Abraham, by 
no means a genteel neighborhood, I answer them 
that I cannot part from my landlord. This they 
usually take to be irony, yet it is nothing but the 
honest truth. Believe it or not, my landlord and 
I are friends. 

We probably get along so well because we 
‘really cannot understand each other. My land- 
lord is an old, greybearded and, of course, very 
pious Litvak. Now, even the most stubborn 
“Deitcher” in Kerem Abraham gets to understand 
Yiddish. But my landlord has a speech defect be- 
sides. As a result, everything he says sounds alike 
and is alike incomprehensible. In addition to 
Yiddish I have heard him speak Hebrew and 
Lithuanian but I could make out no essential dif- 
ferences. Furthermore, my landlord understands 
me only if I use the simplest sentences, whether 
I speak High German, Hebrew or Yiddish. 
Where there’s nothing to understand, there’s 
also nothing to misunderstand. 

For very important matters, renewing the lease, 
for example, my landlord brings his wife along. 
With her too I would have a hard time had not 
the old one such outstanding dramatic ability. 
In the face of her pleas for additional rent I 
could be deaf. But I cannot disregard the tragic 
facial contortions nor the expressive gestures with 
which she portrays the suffering that would over- 
take her and her honorable old spouse should I 
pay three-and-a-half pounds less this year. In the 
end, after hour-long wrangling in strange tongues 
the new pact always emerges—now for the fifth 
time. And the moment the signatures on the lease 
are dry, the two old ones begin to rejoice and to 
wish us the best of luck. 


® by C. Z. Kloetzel 


‘May you enjoy good health the year round! 
May your daughter soon be married! Next year 
may you have your own beautiful home!” 


The fact of the matter is, the old man is a 
landlord such as one may long look for in Jeru- 
salem. Not only that he tends to every necessary 
repair. He is continually taking us by surprise in 
his doting care of the house. Now it is the doors 
that are painted without warning, and then the 
window-shutters, or the bathroom gets new tiles. 
He waits for no notices. All of a sudden he ap- 
pears with a gang of men and defies the four 
housewives who unite with broomsticks to chase 
him and his men away. It was something of a 
shock when I first discovered he considered piety 
as a complete substitute for the craftsman’s skill. 
My life long I shall not forget my discussion with 
the two Hassidim who claimed to be plumbers 
and then laughed at me when I insisted that the 
water in my hot-water heater runs out from on 
top. When I proved it to them by actually letting 
the water run, they declared my water-heater was 
—bewitched! 


Does all this still justify a friendship between 
owner and tenant? Well, when for the first time 
I could not pay my rent in full on the first of the 
month and slunk off to my landlord burdened with 
all the inferiority complexes of such a moment, 
he answered serenely and generously, ‘Pay when 
you want to.” He could have rushed to the bank 
with my note in his pocket and set in motion against 
me the heartless machinery of the finance world. 
But he said kindly, “Pay when you want to.” 
And he meant it. I have often tested him—with- 
in reasonable limits. 


So should one not be friends with such a land- 
lord? 
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My Wife's Maid 


My wife and our “Ozeret’* get along excel- 
lently. They have hit upon a new idiom composed 
of German, Persian and doubtful Hebrew. This 
language is spoken but three times a week and 
then only in our home. Having kept our Ozeret 
uninterruptedly for four years—who can boast 
the like in this Holy City ?—the “Ozeric”’, as we 
call the jargon, has become remarkably refined. 
The ladies even exchange recipes in it. 

For me our Ozeret feels unwavering veneration 
not unmixed with scorn. In the first place I am 
the ‘Baal ha-bayit’”**—for every Oriental, the 
representative of the good God on earth. Then I 
am a “Sofer”, a man who makes his living by 
writing. She herself cannot read or write but she 
has the deep respect of even the most primitive 
Jew for everything that has to do with books. 
Thirdly, I have threatened her with the direst 
punishment if she should dare touch anything on 
my desk under the pretense of house-cleaning. 
Lastly, I offer her cigarettes. Hence the venera- 
tion. 

The light scorn derives from two sources. She 
often catches me carrying the kitchen pail out 
and emptying it into the garbage can. To her 
that is altogether beneath the dignity of a man, 
the head of a household, and a writer. Then too 
I often sit at my desk in summer, clad only in 
my swimming trunks. In her society that is ob- 
scene. At first she would squint with her eyes as 
she went through my room; today she has grown 
somewhat accustomed to my decollete. 

When in such a state I offer her a cigarette, 
she is sure I want to win her good will. But I 
do it only to remark with what perfect grace she 
helps herself. The bodily movements of the 
oriental and Sefardic Jews have a finesse and an 
elegance which lend dignity to the poorest beg- 
gar. Only among the Ashkenazic Jews are there 
“Shnorrers”. The connotation in ‘“Nedawah” 
which ‘‘Neduvve’’ (alms) lacks, belongs to the 
aristocratic character of Jerusalem’s beggars. 


My Barber 

My barbér comes from Persia. His home was 
in Meshed, having immigrated only a few years 
ago. He is a devoted admirer of the Rizah Shah. 
He would not believe that I once shook this great 
man’s hand until I produced a snapshot in which 
I appear very clearly right next to the Shah. Since 
then his respect for me has known no bounds. 

Yet I cause him great pain. For I do not per- 
mit him to practise the oriental niceties of his 
craft on my head. That I should not permit him 
to powder me after shaving he cannot understand. 
But the real fight begins each time after the hair- 
cut. He shampoos to order but that is only an 








* Maid. 
** Master of the house. 
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unwilling concession to Western customs which 
have now forced their way into Palestine. His 
tour de force is—perfuming. When three raven- 
haired men from the region of Tabris to Peshavar 
sit nearby, one can smell all the rose gardens of 
Shiras, all the jasmine fields of Isfahan. But not 
a drop out of the crystal carafe may he pour on 
the head of him who shook the hand of Rizah 
Shah. 

At leaving time there is always the same ques- 
tion and answer. 

‘How much?” 

‘As much as last time.” 

“Yes, but I’ve forgotten.”’ 

‘Five grush, please.” 

And no sooner does he feel the money in his 
hand than he says reproachfully. 

‘Actually, it costs . . . six grush .. . but you 
didn’t take the perfuming.”’ 


My Boot-Black 


One of the few things that Jerusalem and New 
York have in common is the aversion to shining 
shoes at home. The green immigrant at first holds 
on to this practice as to many another dear one; 
but he gives it up. For he will never achieve that 
marvellous lustre on his boots that even the 
youngest—and often no more than ten years old— 
Jerusalem boot-black produces. And it isn’t pleas- 
ant to go past the squatting experts on every street 
and read the scorn in their eyes: ‘Dilettante.” 

My boot-black sits near the Jaffa Road. In 
that particular spot there is room for only three 
creatures, the man, the customer, the canary. 
The man is from Samarkand, a Bucharan. He 
is at the most 32 years old. He sings and whistles 
all day long in competition with the canary but 
should a pretty girl pass by his stall, up goes an 
eye at once. 

“You are a bachelor?”’ I asked him one day. 

I thought he would burst laughing. 

‘“‘A bachelor? I’ve been married ten years and 
have seven children,—one for every day in the 
week and the youngest for the Sabbath.” 

I was frightened. Married and seven children. 
A boot-black! If he shines 50 pairs of shoes a 
day, he can—deducting the rent and his materials 
—earn 15 piasters, under £5. a month. 

I asked him if he was satisfied with his lot 
since I had never found him other than laughing. 
Certainly, he answered, he was satisfied. God 
had blessed him with beautiful and healthy chil- 
dren—‘‘and He has given me bread to eat and 
raiment to wear.” He said it in the words of 
Jacob at the oath in Beth-El: ‘“‘natan li lechem 
le’echol u’beged lilbosh.”’ 

At such moments one knows suddenly why one 
does not wish to live anywhere but in Yerusha- 
layim and Erez Israel. 
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Moledeth 


“How does one get to Moledeth?” I asked the 
Wise in Jerusalem. 

“T-ya,” they said. ‘There are various pos- 
sibilities. You can take the train to Ain Harod, 
and then it’s only 11 kilometres.” 

“And how cover the 11 kilometres? One can’t 
do it on foot now-a-days.” 

“T-.ya,” said the Wise. “You'd do best to 
wait in K’far Yeheskayl for the truck from Mo- 
ledeth that comes to fetch water.” 

“You mean in Ain Harod.”’ 

“No, in K’far Yeheskayl!” 

‘Why then do you send me to Ain Harod?” 

“The station at K’far Yeheskayl is called Ain 
Harod.” 

“And what is the station at Ain Harod?” 

“Tel Yoseph.” 

“And that at Tel Yoseph ?” 

“Has no name at all. There’s only a sign and 
it reads, ‘To the tree nursery’.” 

Thereupon I inquired about the second possibil- 
ity. It was simple. Ride to Afuleh and there hire 
a taxi to Moledeth. 

I took my place alongside the chauffeur. Be- 
fore he left Afuleh he stopped, went into a house 
and returned with a para-bellum pistol. 

“Loaded and safe!” he said putting it on the 
seat between us. Then he entertained me on the 
24 kilometres to Moledeth with a detailed de- 
scription of the fierce battle with Arab terrorists 
the night before who had suddenly appeared in 
Afuleh. 

“Look out a bit,” he cautioned me, stopping 
for a moment. “Four eyes see more than two, 
and I’ve got to keep mine on the road first.” 

I looked out a bit but nothing happened. 


Translated from the German 
by Arthur Zuckerman 


JOB'S WIFE 
ET’S SIT among the ash heaps where the lord 


Is leper and the outcast prince. Proclaim 





The unclean, priest ; blaspheme, and curse the name 
Of fickle God who strikes at Satan’s word. 

You still hold fast your faith? For what reward? 
O Job, bereaved and desolate, the game 

Of God, once pride of men and now their shame, 
To scrape afflicted flesh with broken sherd ? 

Lo, there go three you call your friends to preach 
The platitudes of justice, winded speech 

On speech how God is great, beyond reproach, 
And man but stupid clay. God’s sycophants! 

-I will not hold my peace. Let them approach. 


My truth will stare them out of countenance. 
JUDAH GOLDIN 
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“SEVENTH ANNUAL 


THIRD 


SEDER 


NIGHT 


DEDICATED TO CONTRIB- 
UTORS AND CO-WORKERS 
FOR THE HISTADRUT 
HAOVDIM IN ERETZ ISRAEL 


Saturday, April 8th, 1939 


8 o'clock 


HOTEL ASTOR 


and 


HOTEL COMMODORE 


As heretofore, all friends of Labor Pal- 
estine will gather on this festive occa- 
sion to demonstrate their devotion to 
the Chalutzim who stand on guard, 
defending our honor and are building 
a new life for our people—an era of 
liberty and independence. 


Subscription $15.00 per ticket includes annual 
Contribution to the Palestine Labor Campaign 


You may make your reservations by 
communicating with the 


NATIONAL LABOR COMMITTEE 
FOR PALESTINE 


275 SEVENTH AVENUE NEW YORK CITY 
Tel. WAtkins 9-5288 
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Farmers In Conference 


HE AGRICULTURAL Workers’ Union of 

the General Federation of Jewish Labor held 
its fifth conference in Tel Aviv from January 22 
to January 26. 30,000 workers were represented 
—17,000 of them hired laborers living in 37 dif- 
ferent villages and employed for the most part in 
citrus groves, and 13,000 of them settlers in 99 
cooperative or communal villages. The fourth 
conference, held seven years ago, had represented 
9,000 workers, 6,000 of whom were hired labor- 
ers and 3,000 settlers. The Union has thus more 
than tripled its membership in the course of seven 
years. Twenty-eight years ago when it was found- 
ed, its members, as one of the veterans pointed 
out, were fewer in number than the settlements 
represented in the present conference. 


To appreciate the significance of these figures 
one must remember how little success the attempt 
to turn Jews into farmers meets in other countries. 
It is one of Zionism’s chief achievements that as it 
works itself out in Palestine it brings vocational 
normalization with it. Probably no delegate at 
the conference had had more than thirty years of 
farming experience and the great majority had fif- 
teen or less, but the metamorphosis they had un- 
dergone seemed incredibly thorough. It had af- 
fected even those blond-haired youngsters among 
them whom Youth Aliyah had brought from Ger- 
many and of whose presence at a Palestinian agri- 
cultural conference no one would have dreamt 
seven years ago. All of them listened intently to 
long, technical discussions of crop rotation and ir- 
rigation, farm machinery and marketing arrange- 
ments, the need for lowering interest rates and 
education costs. Noting their eager interest and 
uniformly scientific approach, one understood the 
importance of the labor settlements in the develop- 
ment of Palestinian agriculture. Seven years ago 
farming in Palestine was conducted primarily on a 
single crop basis, cereals in some parts of the coun- 
try, citrus in others, but during the last few years 
the labor villages and with them a number of the 
newer middle-class settlements have given a sort 
of laboratory demonstration of the advantages of 
mixed farming over monoculture. ‘The farms 
we shall establish in the future,” said the chief 
technical report to the conference, “will be many- 
sided. They will perhaps stress one branch of 
agriculture more than others in accordance with 
climatic and regional peculiarities, but they will 
invariably include vegetable gardens, dairies, poul- 
try raising. Mixed farming is more productive, 
better for the soil, more sparing of the farmer’s 
time, economical in that it supplies home-grown 


® by Shulamith Schwartz 


feed for the farm animals for which expensive, 
synthetic products must otherwise be bought. 
We, more than any other agriculturists in the 
world, must adopt whatever methods will help us 
increase the productivity of each farm unit, for we 
are not a community in and for ourselves but 
rather the vanguard of masses of Jews who will 
come in the future. and for whom we must make 
room.” 


Remarkable progress towards the realization of 
the ideal of maximum productivity has been made 
during the last seven years. New sources of 
water have been discovered, better breeds of cattle 
and fowls introduced, the character of the soil 
more accurately studied, farm machinery more ex- 
tensively utilized. ‘By using machinery we have 
made our costs in cereal growing lower than those 
of the Arab peasant, as low as those of Canada 
and America. Moreover, we now produce eight 
times as. many vegetables, six times as many eggs, 
four times as much milk as we did seven years ago. 
We have every reason to believe that, granted 
continued reliance on scientific method, our own 
unstinting work and—what is much less sure— 
government protection, we can supply all the food- 
stuffs consumed by the Jewish community. Who 
can be certain that an international catastrophe 
will not throw us entirely on our own resources? 
We can even grow all the cereals we need if we 
acclimate the best Mediterranean brands, those 
that give the highest yield. Why shouldn’t we be 
able to do that?” 


The spirit of the entire conference is reflected in 
the fact that the detailed, technical report on agri- 
cultural progress between two conferences was so 
deeply concerned with, and colored by, large 
national problems. Mixed, intensive farming is to 
be preferred not solely on economic grounds but 
because it makes room for more immigrants, be- 
cause, in other words, it is superior as an instru- 
ment of Zionist settlement and an answer to the 
need of European Jewry. A settler from a re- 
mote Galilean village got up in the course of the 
general debate to carry the same idea even fur- 
ther. “Let’s not discuss technicalities,” he urged. 
‘Those of us who are already in the country will 
manage somehow or other. We'll even make pro- 
gress. What we should give all our thought to is 
the question of absorbing those who are not yet 
here. We must found many more settlements and 
build them close to each other so that they will not 
remain isolated and open to attack as we were for 
twenty years. Remembering the tragedy of Jewry 
throughoug the world, we will find the strength to 
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overcome our own difficulties and at the same time 
help others.” 

On very much the same grounds an ardent plea 
for an even more novel and difficult form of agri- 
culture was addressed to the conference. The 
head of the forestry department of the Jewish 
National Fund spoke with all the passion of a man 
whose life has been devoted to the hills of Pales- 
tine. The hills, he insisted, are the real Palestine, 
the Palestine of our Biblical ancestors. They 
cover two-thirds of the area of the country and 
Jews have merely a half-dozen or so settlements 
among them. By settling the hill country inten- 
sively and scientifically we would enlarge the ter- 
ritory of Jewish Palestine without changing the 
lines of’the map. It is true that the hills require 
pioneering of a dreadfully arduous type, but they 
will reward their settlers. Even now in their neg- 
lected state the vegetation between the rocks and 
in crevices is amazingly rich. Fine trees can grow 
among the stones and give both fruit and shade. 
We must find the strength and devotion in our- 
selves to undertake mass settlement in the hills. 

That such strength and devotion are already be- 
ing lavished on the hills the existing mountain col- 
onies, including the American Shomer Hatzair's 
Ain Hashophet, prove, but there was living proof 
on the platform of the conference in the person of 
a thin young boy with shining, eager eyes. He 
came from isolated Kfar Hahoresh which won sad 
notoriety during the summer of 1936 when its two 
young shepherds were murdered. Implicit, un- 
questioning, almost you would say religious, faith 
in the future of hill settlement emanated from the 
boy’s words and voice and manner. “The phy- 
sical conditions of our life and work are terribly 
hard and it is so difficult to pay 600£P. a year in 
interest charges and 800£P. for defence, but we 
have no doubts and no fears. Our experience in 
Kfar Hahoresh makes us feel absolutely sure that 
we will overcome all the difficulties and that those 
who build other settlements in the hills will, too.” 

Concern for those others who were yet to come 
underlay the conference’s discussion of a very dif- 
ferent aspect of Palestinian agriculture. As a re- 
sult of the disturbances, this year for the first time 
only Jewish workers are employed in Jewish-own- 
ed orange groves. There are 25,000 of them, 
10,000 more than usual, and the 10,000 new 
workers, a large number of them refugees from 
Central Europe, are being trained in special 
courses directed by 300 experienced workers. 
How much this large increase in the Jewish agri- 
cultural population strengthens the economic and 
strategic position of the Jewish community is ob- 
vious. But joy over the present was tempered at 
the conference by anxiety for the future. In the 


face of the European situation, every opportunity 
to increase Palestine’s absorptive capacity is vital- 








ly important, if political conditions in Palestine 
changed, would thousands of Jewish workers once 
more be displaced by cheap labor? What could 
be done to keep them in the villages? The plans 
discussed at the conference reflected all the com- 
plexity of Palestinian economics: low-cost housing 
with a vegetable garden, cow and chickens for 
each family, to enable agricultural laborers to live 
decently on the small wages they receive; a collec. 
tive contract, if possible, between the Labor: Fed. 
eration and the Association of Orange Grove 
Owners; the establishment of more labor contract- 
ing offices to undertake the yearly management of 
groves, a method which the thirteen offices already 
in existence have proved to be satisfactory to all 
concerned. Then there is the additional difficulty 
of the seasonal nature of the citrus industry. 
During the summer only 15,000 workers will be 
needed in the groves. How can employment be 
found for the surplus 10,000 during those 
months? Building and public works should be re. 
served for the summer; a summer crop like tobac- 
co should be experimented with on a large scale; 
possibly the national institutions could help estab- 
lish factories in the villages which would operate 
only in the off-season of the citrus industry. 


If agriculture’s Zionist function was stressed 
throughout the conference, it was most obvious in 
the consideration of the problems of settlement. 
In the seven years since the last conference, seven- 
ty-two settlements have been established under the 
direction of the central administration of the 
Union of Agricultural Workers, in most cases on 
National Fund land. Half the seventy-two settle- 
ments are those newest ones founded in the less 
than three years since the beginning of the riots. 
Agricultural colonization, always recognized as 
the economic basis of the structure of the Jewish 
National Home, must now fill an important poli- 
tical role as well, for it is rural settlements that, 
pushing out into the wastes, enlarge the territory, 
the economic possibilities and the political bargain- 
ing power of Zionism. It is no accident that so 
many of the thirty-six newest settlements are on 
the eastern and northern borders of the country. 
They have undertaken the triple task of turning 
desert, rock and marsh into farmland, pushing 
back the fierce attacks of terrorist bands, and 
guarding the frontiers of Jewish Palestine. Their 
central importance in Zionism today was impres- 
sively symbolized by the huge map that hung be- 
side the platform in the conference hall. The 
deep blue of the Mediterranean, the Dead Sea 
and the Sea of Galilee set off the thirty-six clusters 
of red electric bulbs, each cluster a tiny, glowing 
replica of the watchtower that dominates the life 
of the new settlements. It is hard to forget those 
thirty-six watchtowers climbing gallantly up to the 
very top of the map, hugging the coastline of Acre 


JewisH FRONTIER § 











TER § 


tine 
nce 
ould 
lans 
om- 
sing 

for 
live 
lec. 
‘ed. 
‘Ove 
act- 
t of 
ady 
all 
ulty 
try. 


be 


ose 


yac- 
ile; 
-ab- 


vate 


sed 


; in 








Marcu, 1939 


Bay, filling in the east side of the Sea of Galilee, 
perching beside the Jordan. Nor are these thirty- 
six to be the last. The words of the man chiefly 
responsible for the new settlements were definite 
and passionate: “We must keep on making our 
way into new, strange parts of the country. 
Every day that goes by without the establishment 
of a new settlement or at least preparation for it 
is so much time lost.” And the words of the dele- 


Palestine and Asia 


ECENT EVENTS have once more emphas- 
ized the importance of Asia in world affairs. 
Although, in a certain sense, this importance has 
been tacitly recognized by competent observers, 
the average reader of current political literature 
still suffers from that intellectual myopia that in- 
sists on interpreting European events as beginning 
and ending in London, Paris, Rome or Berlin. 
In the light of actual political and economic trends, 
this latter attitude can only result in short-sighted 
judgments and inaccurate detisions. Thus, for ex- 
ample, the recent Munich Pact is conceived of as 
a betrayal of democracy by Chamberlain, when 
actually it is one of the shrewdest moves made by 
a British imperialist to maintain his Empire. Put 
in its simplest terms, the problem Chamberlain 
faced was one of dealing with three potential 
threats to the British Empire, represented in Ger- 
many, Italy and the Soviet Union. All three of 
these Powers threatened the Empire in Asia. To 
unite with the Soviet Union against Germany 
would have been, in Chamberlain’s mind, a great 
danger, because a victory would enhance the 
prestige of the Soviet Union in Asia. As it is now, 
the undercurrents of conflict between Great Brit- 
ain and the Soviet Union in Asia are potent en- 
ough; to permit the latter power to increase its 
prestige would be disastrous to Great Britain. 
Italy was dealt with as a bluff, one that could be 
bought off with an Anglo-Italian Pact in which 
certain features would grant Italy some of its 
more immediate claims. Germany was the un- 
known “x” in the situation, for Hitler’s plans 
spoke quite vociferously of a renewed ‘‘drang 
noch Osten.” From the Asiatic point of view, 
then, Chamberlain thought that if he gave Ger- 
many a free hand in Central Europe, it would 
ultimately meet the Soviet Union at the borders 
of the Ukraine, and Great Britain would have the 
pleasure of seeing two of its enemies fight each 
other. And all this would happen without Great 
Britain losing a man. While they would be fight- 
ing, Great Britain would be re-arming. Then, at 
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gate from Hanita were a touching echo: “I know 
the northern borderland of Palestine, and my 
father and my grandfather before me knew it, too. 
You can count the Arab villages on your fingers. 
Near us there is an Arab village of thirty families. 
It owns 30,000 dunam of ground and cultivates 
200. The land is desolate and empty. Whom do 
we wrong, whom do we injure, if we bring the 
scattered remnant of Israel and settle it there?” 


®@ by Irving Levitas 


the conclusion of this Russo-German war, Great 
Britain would conduct itself as it did after Russia 
and the Ottoman Empire fought during Disraeli’s 
ministry. Another Congress of Berlin would be 
held, perhaps in Paris this time, and Great Britain, 
by virtue of its increased strength built up while 
the others were utilizing theirs, would dictate the 
peace terms. This is a simplified version of the 
Pact, yet it is one that fits into the pattern of 
Asiatic politics and struggle for power. Here is 
no question of ‘betraying’? democracy; it is simply 
a question of maintaining British imperialism. 

It is from this point of view that I propose to 
view the situation in Palestine. And, continuing 
in this vein, it seems to me that one of the fun- 
damental prerequisities for a proper understand- 
ing of the Zionist movement, is that of adopting 
this. Asiatic viewpoint. We must begin to inter- 
pret Zionism in Palestine as part of the renewed 
efforts of an integral part of the European world, 
that had still retained its Asiatic political forma- 
tion, attempting to reinterpret itself in terms of 
Europeanization through the development of a 
national homeland in Palestine. When conceived 
in this light, Zionism ts the political activity of the 
Jewish people to remove themselves from a semi- 
colonial status to that of an autonomous people. 
This is but another version of the Turkish, Per- 
sian, and Indian attempts to accomplish the same 
task. 

In the strict sense of the word, although, as 
mentioned above, the Jewish people were an in- 
tegral part of European politics, they were so only 
in that semi-colonial sense. They were, to all in- 
tents and purposes, a people that did not Jive in 
Europe. They supplied Europe with certain ap- 
purtenances that facilitated the growth of Eu- 
ropean capitalism. Even in the period of Emanci- 
pation, a survey will show that they entered the 
European world under definite restrictions. The 
parallel can even be drawn further in the person 
of Napoleon. The same Napoleon that had called 
the ‘Mock Sanhedrin” in 1803-4 in order to in- 
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duct the Jews of his Empire into Europe was the 
same Napoleon who made a trip to the Levant 
region calling upon them to enter the European 
orbit. In terms of economics, it was a matter of 
increasing the consuming power for a growing 
national-capitalism. 

Zionism, then, came into being as a political 
movement only as a result of these Napoleonic 
activities, for even the attempt of the Congress 
of Vienna did not seriously affect the decisions 
dealing with the Jewish people. The Jewish peo- 
ple found their national voice at the same time 
that the Egyptians did under Mohamet Ali. The 
infiltration of national ideals occured among the 
Jews at the same time it did among the Turks, 
Egyptians and Persians. This was to be expected, 
because in terms of social organization, the Jews 
still retained that form that was characteristic of 
the countries of the Levant, in which social ideals 
were subsumed under the category of religious 
theory. Islam and Judaism thus accepted nation- 
alism either in the “Pan” theory or in that of 
isolated groups, and under the tripartite banner 
of nationalism, Europeanization and religious re- 
form, attempted to meet the pressure of European 
imperialism. 

Viewed thus, Zionism takes its proper place 
among the rising nationalisms of Asiatic countries 
which have existed under a colonial or semi-colon- 
ial status in European empires. And the fact that 
these rising nationalisms would of necessity meet 
in the Levant concentrated the conflict in and 
around the Palestine area. The very factors that 
had originally permitted the development of 
Judaism—the cross-currents of thought epitomiz- 
ed in trade-routes; the conflict of early Asiatic 
empires that forced them to use Palestine as a 
battle-ground; the open door Palestine possessed 
to the Mediterannean—all of these factors com- 
bined to make of the Zionist movement a testing 
ground for the success or failure of these Levan- 
tine peoples to acquire their independence. 

Viewed objectively, Zionist activity entered 
Palestine on a large scale on the wrong foot. It 
appeared under the auspices of Great Britain. 
Taking into consideration the fact that Great 
Britain was the most detested of the European 
imperialisms that seriously hampered the desire 
of the Levant for independence, the Zionist move- 
ment was condemned from the start to years of 
explanation and propaganda. To the average 
Arab, the Zionist was a representative of Great 
Britain, who had been placed there to prevent the 
successful fruition of either a Pan-Islamism or 
Pan-Arabism. All the attempts to prevent such 
a misinterpretation secured only a small group of 
intellectuals, but the vast majority of Arabs were 
unconvinced and, to be quite frank, “tolerated” 
the Zionists, especially when there were British 





soldiers in the immediate vicinity. So long as this 
toleration was maintained, a certain amount of 
peace was obtained. And here it must be said, the 
Histadruth failed in its lack of attention to this 
problem of explaining the situation to the Arabs. 
There were certain Zionists, Michael Asaf among 
the most prominent, who tried to deal with the 
problem intelligently, but they were but voices in 
the wilderness. 

We are paying the penalty now. The fact that 
foreign propaganda has once more convinced the 
Arab that Great Britain is not as strong as she 
is portrayed, has led to recrimination in the form 
of Zionist attacks. The Arab nationalist still feels 
that Zionism is, as the communist taught him, the 
“spear-head of British imperialism”. Date the 
beginning of the recent “riots” for it is actually 
civil war, and you will find that it coincides with 


the decline of British prestige as a result of the. 


Ethiopian fiasco and the Spanish Civil War, where 
Great Britain vacillated and permitted the radio 
station at Bari to fill the air with denunciations of 
British weakness and Italian strength. 

We want an end to the riots in Palestine. As 
it stands today, we can only get it through the use 
of the British military. Not that they want to do 
it, for General Dill’s record testifies to their pro- 
crastination in that respect. But now they must 
put an end to the challenge, for it involves the 
whole Moslem world. Great Britain must be 
considered the master in the Levant even if it 
means razing Jerusalem to the ground. But she 
is doing this not because of any love for Zionism, 
but to preserve the Empire. Once temporary 
peace comes to Palestine, for no one can postulate 
permanent peace there under the present circum- 
stances, the Zionist movement in Palestine must 
strive to fill the gap that has been created through 
their lack of propaganda among the Arabs, ex- 
plaining the Zionist movement in terms of Levan- 
tine nationalism. If we want to build a permanent 
national homeland, it must be done in terms of 
amity with our neighbors. This we must begin to 
do as soon as possible. 





CLEVELAND FRIENDS OF THE 
FRONTIER 


will hold a Frontier Dinner on Wednesday Evening 
March 22nd at The Park Lane Villa. 
e 


Hayim Greenberg will be the guest speaker 
Among the sponsors are: Judge Lewis Drucker, A. 
H. Friedland, Dr. M. E. Gans, Dr. M. Garber, Suggs 
Garber, Prof. Harry Goldblatt, Ben D. Gordon, Dr. 
Lester W. Krauss, Dr. Harry Levitt, Dr. Albert 
Loveman, Dr. I. Milcoff, Joseph G. Stashower, with 
Dr. S. O. Freedlander as chairman. 


For reservations call Mrs. Esther H. Rosenberg, 
Main 8835, 512 Hippodrome Building. 
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CORRESPONDENCE 












CRITICISM 
Sir: 

HE ARTICLE signed with the initials, S. K. in the 

January issue of the JEWISH FRONTIER, appears to be 
just one more instance of a multiplicity of illustrations that 
could be drawn from almost every facet of contemporary 
Jewish life of that intolerance and intolerant Jewish chauv- 
inism that refuses ‘‘to be told’”’ anything whatsoever by any- 
body under the sun. 

Whatever mode of praise is offered us is re-printed by 
the ream, and is always accepted without the slightest at- 
tempt at critical analysis. However, anyone who dares sug- 
gest that Jews might act differently from what they do is 
promptly put in his place by acrid cynics who frequently 
are not worthy to touch the hem of the garment of at least 
an occasional honest and earnest critic of contemporary 
Jewish life. 

Surely the above applies to the bitter condemnation of 
the gentle counsel offered to the Jew by Mahatma Ghandi. 
It matters not whether his contention as to what he would 
do if he were a Jew in Germany is naive, or is the expres- 
sion of a faith which, in a less sophisticated and more spir- 
itual generation of Jews drove myriads of Jewish martyrs 
willingly to their death with a “Shma Yisroel” on their 
-- It is, however, most ignoble on the part of the writer 
of the article referred to above to impute Ghandi’s advice 
to an alleged personal cowardice on his part because 
“Ghandi spoke for a Hindu population of about three hun- 
dred and twenty million, which was being ruled by a com- 
parative handful of British soldiers. By no stretch of the 
imagination could these multitudes of Hindus be ‘expelled’ 
from their homes and he can, therefore, afford the luxury 
of ‘refusing’ to be expelled.” 

This is not only an untrue, but a most indecent condem- 
nation of a man and a movement which have never taken 
refuge in numbers and is a most repugnant instance of that 
Jewish jingoism and truculence which conspire to make so 
many so-called Jewish intellectuals a stench in the nostrils 
of true spiritual beings. 

The writer, S. K., however, is not intellectual or intelli- 
gent enough apparently to know the inspiring story of the 
beginning of Ghandi’s career in South Africa as early as the 
year 1893, when on behalf of a mere one hundred and fif- 
teen thousand of his countrymen (there were more than 
a half million Jews in Germany) he defied the all-powerful 
majority and its ruthless regime. 

For twenty years Ghandi continued this dynamic struggle 
against the most brutish force and was quite willing to taste 
of the personal sacrifice which your writer has the impu- 
dence to suggest that he vicariously urges upon the Jews. 
He was thrice imprisoned, frequently beaten by mobs and 
several times all but killed, but there was no retaliation, no 
violence—only the dogged resistance through which he en- 
dured everything and which earned for him the designation 
by Romain Rolland in his biography of Ghandi, “the soul’s 
apogee.” 

Who knows what might have taken place in Germany 
had such a non-violent resistance been organized from the 
outset? Certainly matters could not have been worse, and 
perhaps the world’s conscience might have been awakened 
sooner than November, 1938. 

It is high time that we Jews resurrected our own long- 
neglected moral valor and spiritual resources and that we 


recognize these historic Jewish values when they come to us 
yey og so lowly and humble a source as The Great Soul 
of India. 


MAURICE N. EISENDRATH 


COORDINATED ACTION 
Sir:— 


Ti FEELINGS of despair experienced by the friend 
of Shlomo Katz, which are expressed in the article en- 
titled, “No More Apologies,” have been felt by many Jews 
who have been participating in mass rallies during the past 
few months of crisis in Jewish life. Mr. Katz aptly char- 
acterizes this feeling of futility as “morbid reactions result- 
ing from the strained nervous anticipation and fear which 
so many Jews experience today.” He correctly states in an- 
other part of his article, ‘that we must keep right on with 
meetings and refutations.” 

When we are in agreement on this premise, that mass 
activity is necessary in defense of Jewish rights, a further 
problem presents itself which up to the present time has not 
been solved. This problem is, what kind of mass action 
shall we engage in? Who shall do it? When shall it be 
done? 

For example, your excellent editorials on the Frankfurter 
appointment and the Jewish War Veterans’ button cam- 
paign point out clearly how many Jews there are in the 
United States who know that something should be done but 
do not know how to do it. It has been found for example, 
that on the Lower East Side, there is a growing movement 
among zealous Jews to boycott all Italian shops. Another 
irresponsible movement can be seen among Jews who are 
firing their Negro, Polish, and other non-Jewish maids and 
hiring Jewish refugees instead. 

Such action can develop into a real menace. It is a pow- 
der keg for the Jews of America. It grows out of the same 
panicky, disorganized thinking that manifests itself in the 
Jewish War Veterans’ button campaign. 

It is about time some of our Jewish organizations real- 
ized that there is an organized, American way of doing 
things. These misdirected elements in Jewish life should 
know by now that disorganized as Jewish life is, there are 
nevertheless in existence in Jewish life, organizations whose 
main work is the defense of Jewish rights. 

If before embarking on campaigns, these unaffiliated 
Jewish groups would at least confer with experienced 
groups in the field of defense of Jewish rights, they would 
not fall into the traps so carefully planned and set for them 
by the Coughlins and fascist slanderers of our people. 

The organized and concerted telegram, petition, and 
mass action campaign launched recently in connection with 
keeping open the doors of Palestine is a shining example of 
organized, disciplined activity. All action in defense of 
Jewish rights must be handled in a similar coordinated 
fashion. 

To be sure, we have now in Jewish life the General 
Council for the Defense of Jewish Rights, whose job it is 
to do exactly this kind of work. Up to the present time it 
has not seen fit to engage in mass activity. This is a serious 
weakness recognized by Jews throughout the land. How- 
ever, it is not too late yet to mobilize the Jewish people into 
action. I think the Council should take a few lessons from 
the campaign to keep open the doors of Palestine. 

DONALD K. SCHWARZ 
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CALL TO LABOR ZIONIST 
SHEKEL CONFERENCE 


3 WORLD Zionist Executive has called upon us to 
fulfill our duty to the World Zionist Movement, the 
Movement which has assumed the historic task of found- 
ing the Jewish National Homeland in Palestine. 

The two years which passed since the last Congress form 
a distinct epoch in Zionism. During that period we were 
continually forced to witness a struggle against dark chauv- 
inistic forces which set out to destroy our pioneering en- 
deavors and accomplishments. That our chalutzim in Pal- 
estine have honorably and courageously withstood the at- 
tacks of the Arabs and Hitler forces is boldly demonstrated 
by the recent progress in Palestine. Forty new settlements 
were established and thousands of pioneers from Germany, 
Austria, and other countries were absorbed in these settle- 
ments. This is the most effective answer to our enemies. 

Chaverim and friends: The twenty-first Zionist Congress 
which will assemble during this summer, is not only the 
supreme organ of the Zionist Movement but it will also be 
the supreme organ of the Jewish pepole in the struggle for 
our rights. This Congress will have to decide on the 
methods of our struggle for the defense of our rights 
against every attack regardless of its source. 

The shekel is the greatest political weapon of all friends 
of Palestine and Labor Palestine. The larger the number 
of shekel payers for the coming Zionist Congress, the more 
effectively can the leadership of the Zionist and Labor 
Zionist Movement defend our positions in and our rights to 
Palestine. 

The Zionist Congress will demonstrate to the world that 
the Jews are united and determined to continue with the 
great task of rehabilitating our Homeland in Palestine. 
Moreover, the coming Congress will determine the course 
of the future development in Palestine, the method of our 
colonization and expansion work. 

Those who have followed the development in Palestine 
during recent years know that we were able to withstand 
the Arab attacks and launch new colonies and projects 
mainly because at the head of the Zionist Movement stands 
the Labor Zionist leadership, only because the Chalutz front 
of construction was unified and coordinated with the 
political direction. 

We must make extraordinary efforts to demonstrate to 
the Jewish and Zionist world the great confidence the Jew- 
ish masses display in the political leadership of Labor Pal- 
estine and the Labor Zionist Movement. The same devo- 
tion we have shown in our material aid to the Palestine 
Labor Movement must also be expressed on the political 
front. Friends, it is not only our duty to aid Labor Pales- 
tine, but it is also our privilege to participate in forming 
decisions affecting the future of Palestine and Zionism. 


To strengthen the hands of our chalutzim and builders 
of Palestine, to strengthen the hands of the present leader- 
ship in its political struggle, to strengthen the influence of 
Labor Palestine and the progressive character of our home- 
land—we call upon you to mobilize yourself for the shekel 
campaign to the twenty-first Zionist Congress. 


On Saturday and Sunday, March 4th and Sth, there will 
take place a National Convention at which the representa- 
tives of the branches of all sections of the Labor Zionist 
Movement in America and Canada will deliberate about the 
situation in Zionism. This convention will launch the 
shekel and election campaign to the 21st Zionist Congress. 


Each branch of the Poale Zion, Jewish National Work- 
ers’ Alliance, Pioneer Women’s Organization and the Far- 
band Women’s Clubs, League for Labor Palestine, Young 





Poale Zion Alliance, Hashomer Hatzair, and every labor 
organization and landsmanschaft friendly to our cause— 
should be represented at this convention. 

We call you to support our pioneers, to fight against re- 
action in Zionism which again tries to rear its head, to fight 
against the enemies of Labor Palestine! 

You must respond to our call! 

Central Committee, Poale Zion-Zeire Zion: David Wer- 
theim, Secretary; Hayim Greenberg, Editor, Yiddisher 
Kemfer and Jewish Frontier. 

Pioneer Women’s Organization: Sarah Feder, Secretary. 

Young Poale Zion Alliance: Kieve Skidell, Secretary. 

General Executive, Jewish National Workers’ Alliance: 
David Pinski, President ; Louis Segal, Secretary. 

League for Labor Palestine: Rabbi S. Wohl, President; 
Dr. A. Kohanski, Secretary. 

Hanhagah Harashit, Hashomer Hatzair: Yechiel Green- 
berg, Yitzchak Forgang. 

Palestine Labor Delegation: Joseph Baratz, L. Schkolnick, 
Yehudit Simchonit, A. Dickenstein. 





JEREMIAH 


T WAS with considerable anticipation that I went to 
I see the production of Stefan Zweig’s “Jeremiah” by the 
Guild Theatre. Eight years ago I saw this play produced 
in Hebrew by the “Ohel” theatre in Palestine. That pro- 
duction took place in an open air arena with hardly any 
stage facilities. Aside from my interest in the play I was 
therefore curious to compare the staging of the play by the 
Guild group in a well equipped, modern New York the- 
atre, with the production of “Ohel”’. 


But I must admit that the result was definitely disap- 
pointing. With the exception of one or two scenes, I, as 
well as the audience, remained unaffected. There were a 
number of reasons to account for this situation. ‘‘Jeremiah” 
is a biblical play and there is a time hallowed, traditional 
manner of presenting biblical plays which divests them of 
any realism. Instead they are invested with a certain un- 
earthy halo which transforms human beings into ethereal 
creatures that hardly touch the ground, creatures that re- 
cite, instead of speaking, and who, therefore, remain un- 
convincing. The production of this play by “Ohel” sought 
to attain a good measure of realism by reconstructing the 
oriental milieu. But Guild theatre merely succeeded in 
clothing the characters in flowing oriental garments and 
handing a couple of tambourines to the “maidens of Jeru- 
salem’’. 


Thematically, “Jeremiah”, as written by Stefan Zweig 
is not timely. At the time it was written, “Jeremiah” was 
a pacifist’s plea against war. Today pacifism, as a policy 
not as an ethical idea, evokes but little response. In a 
world of violent encroachment, pacifism can be vital only 
when imbued with a pathos of humble self sacrifice. Mere 
denunciation of war, under such circumstances, rings 
hollow. 


“Jeremiah” did have possibilities of timeliness. As a 
symbol of a voluntary exile, sharing the fate of his stub- 
born countrymen who were driven into exile, Jeremiah 
could have been built up into a symbolic figure of con- 
siderable dimensions. But the closing scenes of the play, 
as staged, failed in this and thus lost an important op- 
portunity. 

S. ETHELSON 
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League for Labor Palestine 








SHEKEL CAMPAIGN—The Lea- 


gue has officially joined the Labor’ 


Zionist bloc in the forthcoming Shekel 
Campaign and elections to the World 
Zionist Congress, according to the de- 
cision of the National Administrative 
Committee. All the chapters of the 
League and friends of the Histadrut 
are urged to lend their fullest coopera- 
tion in this most important drive. 


CHAPTER ACTIVITIES: 


Brooklyn Council is planning a 
Gala Affair to be held on April 29th, 
at the Brooklyn Academy of Music. 
This will be its main fund-raising 
function for the Geverkshaften Cam- 
paign and the Youth Training Project. 
Harry A. Harrison, chairman of the 
Campaign, is very hopeful for the suc- 
cess of the affair. Dr. H. Birnkrant, 
chairman of the Council, reports of the 
lively activity in the Brooklyn League. 
An open forum was held last month, 
with Rabbi Ira Eisenstein as guest 
speaker, and the League Choral Society 
rendering Palestinian songs. Another 
forum is being planned for Sunday 
night, March 19th. 


Bronx Council is proceeding with 
its preparations for the campaign for 


the Geverkshaften and Youth Train- 
ing Project, according to a report by 
Mr. S. Goldstein and Mr. P. Tannor, 
co-chairmen of the Campaign Com- 
mittee. They are also planning a 
Bazaar to be held some time in May. 
Mrs. H. Samelson is chairman of the 
Bazaar Committee. The Council had 
a general rally which was attended by 
a capacity audience. 

Roosevelt Chapter of the Bronx, un- 
der the chairmanship of Mr. Alfred 
Brooks, is making rapid progress in its 
cultural, social and fund-raising acti- 
vities. 

The Bronx Youth Group, under the 
newly-elected chairman, Arthur Levey, 
is carrying on an extensive cultural 
program. Seymour Markowitz, a 
member of the group, spoke on “The 
Early Development of the Collectives 
in Palestine.” The group is making 
arrangements for a party, the proceeds 
of which will go toward the Youth 
Training Project. Miss Ruth Grush- 
kin is chairman of the Arrangements 
Committee. 

The Young People’s Group in 
Brooklyn has established its permanent 
meeting place at the Hebrew Educa- 
tional Society building. Dr. Alexan- 


der S. Kohanski spoke at the last meet- 
ing on “Emigration and Palestine’. 

Lincoln Chapter elected new officers 
for the current year: Levi Soshuk, 
chairman; Blanche Magnes Kisch, sec- 
retary, and Mrs. Dora C. Shapiro was 
re-elected as treasurer. The chapter 
will participate in the major affair of 
the Brooklyn Council. 


Manhattan Chapter was addressed 
by H. Ashery on the “Problems of 
Palestine.’ The chapter has been very 
active in raising its quota for the Pro- 
ject. Over $100 has already been re- 
mitted. 


Ben Zvi Chapter has concluded a 
successful undertaking for the Youth 
Training Project and is now making 
preparations for further cultural and 
fund-raising activities. 
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What you can do about 


PROPAGANDA 


WHY feel wise but futile—while news-distorting, race- 
baiting, church-baiting, labor-baiting, and other anti-demo- 
cratic propaganda spreads its poison? 

Become a subscriber-member of the Institute, and receive 
our regular Bulletins and Special Studies for your personal 
use, for lectures, and for group and club discussions. Spot 
propaganda as the experts do, when it appears—in press, 
radio and newsreel. Membership is only $2 a year, starting 
with our current Bulletin on Japanese and Chinese propa- 
ganda in the United States. 


FREE —To JEWISH FRONTIER READERS 


Enroll now for TWO YEARS and we will send one of the 
few remaining copies of the bound volume of our fascin- 
ating first 16 Bulletins, covering a whole year of PROPA- 
GANDA ANALYSIS. 





INSTITUTE 


FOR PROPAGANDA ANALYSIS 
A Non-Profit Educational Organization 
DEPT. J., 130 MORNINGSIDE DRIVE, NEW YORK 
(J Enroll me as a Subscriber-Member, and send me your next 12 
bulletins plus special studies. 
1 Enroll me as a Subscriber-Member, and send me your next 24 
bulletins plus special studies and a free copy of the Bound 
Volume of bulletins and studies for 1937-38. 


I enclose $2. 


I enclose $4. 
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Eva Berkowitz Chapter and many of 
their friends joined at a social gather- 
ing and raised a substantial amount to- 
wards the Youth Training Project. 

Food Workers’ Chapter is planning 
a dance and entertainment to be held 
on Saturday night, April 8th, at the 
Premier Palace, Brooklyn. Mr. Hy- 
man Kirsch spoke at their last meeting 
on the “Progress of the Histadrut.” 

Social Workers’ Chapter had their 
monthly forum with Professor Oscar I. 
Janowsky and Dr. Arthur Rosenberg 
as guest speakers. The chapter has 
been very active in raising funds for 
the Project, having remitted over $300 
on account of its quota. 

Sholom  Aleichem - Amalgamated 
Chapter will have its annual concert 
for the Geverkshaften Campaign on 
Saturday night, March 18th, in the 
auditorium of the Amalgamated 
Houses. 

Samuel Duker, writer and lecturer, 
addressed several League chapters in 
the past month. Among his topics 
were, “Contemporary Jewish Problems 
in Palestine,” ‘American Jewish 
Youth and Zionism,” “Progress of the 
Histadrut,” etc. 

CHICAGO—Albany Park chapter 
had a very interesting forum last 
month with Rabbi Morton Berman as 
guest speaker. Mr. H. Bodanis, chair- 
man of the membership committee re- 
ports an increase in membership. The 
Lakeview chapter has been active in 
the Campaign, having raised $75 as 
part of its quota. 

CAMDEN—is participating in the 
Donor Dinner sponsored by the Phil- 
adelphia chapter for the Youth Train- 
ing Project. Mrs. F. Fineman is chair- 
man of the Camden Committee; Miss 
Sara Simpkins is chairman of the com- 
mittee for the House party to be held 
on March 7th. The proceeds of this 
paryt will go to the Project. 

CINCINNATI—The next open 
forum of the League will be held on 
March 7th, at the I. M. Wise Temple. 
Dr. Solomon Goldman will speak on 
“After London, What?’’. 
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sht to Know 
The Hidden Truth 


What facts of life were concealed 
in the Middle Ages? Whatancient 
truths were withheld by church 
and state for centuries? Why did 
tyrants fear these findings? 

Do you want to know the astounding 
truths about these mysteries and learn 
how they can help you? 

This Sealed Book—FREE 

Send for the fascinating Sealed Book 
revealing what the Rosicrucians know. 


Address Scripe E.R. R. 
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Formerly Lewisobn’s 
CENTRAL VALLEY 


OPEN ALL YEAR 


Estate 
NEW YORK 


40 miles from N. Y., 225 acres in beautiful 


mapo Mountains. Spring 
scenic Birdland. Fascinating 


beckons you to 


hiking country, 


seasonal sports, excellent cuisine. pen fire- 
places, library, congenial atmosphere. 


Tel.: Highland Mills 7895 
Management: FANNIE GOLDBERG 


























ZINDOREST 


Formerly 
estate. 


All modern 


all facilities i 
Make early reservations. 


OPEN ALL YEAR 


PARK 


MONROE, N. Y. 
Phone 7755 


a millionaire’s 


- 150 acres of most 
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tes You 


to . . . his 100 acre farm 
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try 


. superlative cooking 
. congenial company 
. . seasonal sports and fun 
. . . fireplace, books 
Just 55 miles from New York 
at Hopewell Junction, N. Y. 


Low Winter Rat 
$18.00 Weekly - - 


es: 
$3.50 Daily 


*G. A. PODORSON 


250 PARK AVE., N. Y. 


PLaza 3-8926 
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2270 BROADWAY, N. Y. C. 
Between 8!st-82nd Streets 
ENdicott 2-2030 


Passover Meals Will Be Served 


The LAKE VIEW 


is preferred for choicest lo- 
cation, homey atmosphere 
and excellent cuisine. 
Moderate Rates 
59 Madison Avenue 
Lakewood. N. J. 
Tel. Lakewood 287 or 963 





ANNA EPSTEIN 











“Quothe the Raven Never More’’. Will you 
find a more congenial atmosphere than at 


7 
RAVEN LODGE 


416—3rd STREET LAKEWOOD, N. J. 
Golo and Boobar Tel. Lakewood 922 











NEW LORRAINE 
All Conveniences 
MODERATE RATES 
Intellectual Atmosphere 


MR. & MRS. MARGOLIES 


21—7th STREET LAKEWOOD. N. J. 
Tel.: Lakewood 679 




















Caterers 











New York's Leading Kosher 


For the Finest of Functions at All of 


New York’s Leading Hotels 





Paramount Caterers 





Main Office 


601 WEST 183rd STREET 
New York City 
WAshington Heights 7-3780-1 
WEINSTOCK & ZISKIN, Hosts 
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FRIENDS? 


Do Some of Your Best 
Friends subscribe to 


JEWISH FRONTIER? 


For $2.00, America’s Fore- 
most Anglo-Jewish publi- 
cation will be mailed to 
each of them for one year. 
JEWISH FRONTIER 
275 7tH Ave., New York, N. Y. 
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NEWARK—Marie Syrkin address- 
ed the chapter at its last meeting. The 
group is making very fine progress in 
its cultural and social activities. 


DETROIT—has been very active in: 


the Geverkshaften Campaign. It has 
also remitted $200 on account of the 
Project, which gives it a total of $400 
raised for the Project up to date. 


PITTSBURGH—has taken a lead- 
ing part in the Geverkshaften Cam- 
paign, which has just been concluded 
in that city. The chapter raised $1,500 
for the campaign. 


PHILADELPHIA — Rabbi Abra- 
ham E. Millgram, chairman of the 
Project Committee, writes of the en- 
thusiastic response of the members to- 
ward the Project idea, and their whole- 
hearted cooperation in promoting the 
Donor Dinner, which will take place 
around the middle of April. Mr. 
Herman Lazarus writes of the success- 
ful series of open forums that the 
chapter has had. The next forum will 
take place on Monday night, March 
27th, at the Stephen Gerard hotel. 
Chaim Greenberg and Israel Lax will 
speak on “Nationalism and Democ- 
racy.”” 


HARTFORD—has remitted $50 on 
account of its quota for the Youth 
Training Project and is now making 
preparations for other fund-raising ac- 
tivities, and also for an interesting 
cultural program. 


HOUSTON — The _ newly-elected 
chairman, Rabbi A. H. Blumenthal, 
wrties of the plans for an extensive 
cultural program for the chapter for 
the rest of the season. The League is 
also taking a very active part in the 
welfare fund drive of the Jewish 
Community Council. 


LOUISVILLE—Joseph Baratz, ‘His- 
tadrut delegate, addressed the_Louis- 
ville chapter and elicited a most en- 
thusiastic response on the part of the 
audience. The chapter is also making 
prepartions for fund-raising activities 
on behalf of the Youth Training Pro- 
ject. 
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APRIL 29th, 8:30 P. M. 


MAURICE SAMUEL 


Guest Speaker 
Outstanding Musical Talent 
Dancing - Refreshments 
Subscription—$| 
Tickets available in the office of the 
LEAGUE, 275 Seventh Ave., N. Y. C. 
WAtkins 9-5288 
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HOTEL FISH 


“The Center of English-Speaking Jews’’ 


Modern Conveniences, Operated by 
Americans, Patronized by Leading 
Jews, American Table and Hygiene 


Abraham Fish, C. C. N. Y. '14, looks 
forward to greeting fellow alumni 


our own ballrooms. 
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STATE of WARS 





ZALMAN SCHNEOUR 


Distinguished Yiddish-Hebrew 
Poet and Author 


PERMANENT 


Uj NL N* and startling 
material about | 
FE S S Magee under-surface facts, lit. |) 
tle known in America, | 
is here given for the first time. The author |) 
was on tour lecturing in Great Britain just 
as the recent war-scare was coming to crisis, } 
All Europe, and eventually the United States, 
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March 3-46 is moving inexorably toward war, declares 


Mr. Wallis, unless timely re-adjustments are 
made in the direction of economic justice, 


Wilkes Barre.__.Tuesday. March 7 


by 
LOUIS 


WALLIS 


YOUR 
BOOKSELLER 
WILL GET 
IT FOR YOU 


March 8 66 FN ITS stimulus to thought, the content 
of this book is as provocative as its | 
title."-—The Financial World (New York | 
City). z 
“ « WOULD be impossible to present | 
your case with more point and logic | 
than you do here. Of course you are en- | 
tirely right.”—Professor Edward A. Ross { 
(The University of Wisconsin). f 
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You give the Postal Telegraph clerk the amount of 
the bill—together with a small fixed charge for the service. 
Promptly, he will make out a money order and a receipt; 
and hand them to you with your bill. You mail the money 
order and bill, retaining the receipt for your records. 
Simple? It’s downright easy! 

And the service charge is extremely low! 
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10.01 to 20.00... .11 


60.01 to 80.00... .14 
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If you want your bills paid quickly, 
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